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Current Topics. 
The Easter Lists. 


Tuere 1s a considerable increase in the number of appeals 
for the present sittings. A year ago there were only 215, 
and at the commencement of the last sittings there were 
275, but now there are 324. Possibly, to some extent, this may 
be due to the fact that judicial chattering in one of the divisions 
did not conduce to the speedy disposal of business. Fortunately, 
by an eminently judicious arrangement, the judges composing 
each division (contrary to the usual practice) remain unaltered 
during the present sittings, so that the plague of loquacity 
has not spread to both sections of the court. Notwithstanding 
the interruptions from the bench, however, the Chancery appeals 
have been reduced from 84 at the commencement of the last 
sittings to 77 at the present sittings; a year ago, however, there 
were only 67. The King’s Bench appeals have increased from 
121 at the commencement of the last sittings to 155; a year ago 
there were only 62. The Chancery Cause Lists shew probab 
the smallest total of causes and matters which has ever amo 4 
There are only 171, as against 228 a year ago, and 223 at the 
commencement of the last sittings. The strenuous, yet singu- 
larly able and careful, staff of judges gobble up the matters 
before them at a prodigious rate; and how they are to find 
sufficient proper food for the present sittings no one can imagine, 
Before the sittings end it is to be feared that they will be 
reduced to the “hard tack” of King’s Bench actions. There 
are 30 company matters. The King’s Bench lists shew a reduc- 
tion in the total causes from 927 at the commencement of the 
last sittings to 774 now; a year ago there were 803. 


The Lists of Causes During the Next Sittings. 

Tre Lists of causes set down for trial at the present sittings, 
as stated above, are not calculated to raise the hopes of 
legal practitioners. There is an ample staff of judges in 
the Chancery Division, and the judges are by common 
consent energetic and efficient, but the business in the 
courts continues to languish. The list of causes in the 
King’s Bench Division is unusually small. The only con- 
solation which we can offer to the profession is to give the 
opinion of one of the oldest members of the bar. He stated 
that he had found by experience that there were two periods of 
inactivity in the courts. The first was snide 540 
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commercial depression, when dealings were cautious and no one 
was rich enough to embark in litigation. The second was when 
there was a revival in general business. (This is possibly the 
case just now). During the second period merchants were busy, and 
anxious to do nothing to disturb the returning confidence of the 
different markets. There was, therefore, little litigation during 
this period. Finally, there was the third period—one of extra- 
ordinary prosperity, with feverish markets and unbridled 
speculation. This was the period in which the services of the 
lawyers were likely to be in constant request, and when their 
gains would bear a fair proportion to those of the rest of the 
community. If this view is a correct one, the profession must 
wait a little longer for better times, which may, however, be 
reasonably expected to immediately follow the present interval of 
gradual improvement. 


The Council of the Bar and the County Courts 
Bill. 


In THE annual statement of the General Council of the Bar 
the council make the following report with respect to the 
County Courts (No. 2) Bill: “The council approve of all its 
provisions with one exception. They strongly object to the 
provision of the Bill whereby the jurisdiction of the registrar is 
increased. It is to be recollected that although the sums sued 
for may be small, to a poor suitor his claim may be of con- 
siderable importance. County courts were established for the 
benefit of the poorer class of suitors, and it was intended that 
their suits should be determined in open court by a judge of 
learning and experience.” With great respect for the judg- 
ment of the learned gentlemen who constitute the council, we 
think there is much to be said in opposition to their view. The 
cases in which a small sum is in dispute, which it is proposed 
to bring within the jurisdiction of the registrar, can, for 
the most part, be solved without the need of any extra- 
ordinary learning; they are certainly decided without the 
aid of elaborate arguments and with considerable dispatch. 
Assuming, as we are prepared to assume, that the county court 
jndges are barristers of learning and experience, we must also 
assume that the registrars have been practising solicitors of 
learning and of considerable experience and local knowledge. 
We cannot think that the poorer class of suitors will suffer by 
the proposed change. The Masters in the Chancery Division, 
who are not members of the bar, have for many years been 
entrusted with business the importance of which is a good 
deal greater than that which it is proposed to assign to 
the registrars of the county courts, and there is no proof 
that they have discharged their duties in an unsatisfactory 
manner. 


Expressions Which Are Not Defamatory. 


Ir 1s familiar law that in an action for slander the defendant 
may prove circumstances which made it clear at the time that 
the words were not used by him in their ordinary signification, 
and that expressions like “thief,” ‘‘ rogue,” and “ pickpocket ” 
will not support an action if they were used merely as vague 
terms of general abuse, and mean nothing more than “ rascal ” 
or “scoundrel.” The case of Agnew v. The British Legal Life 
Assurance Co., decided by the Court of Session on the 24th 
of January, carries the matter a little further. The defend- 
ant was said to have called the plaintiff “the greatest 
liar and fraud that ever came into Greenock.” The court 
came to the conclusion that these words were not slanderous. 
The Lord President said: “It is perfectly true that to accuse a 
man of committing a fraud is a slander; but if slang is used, it 
must be taken according to its ordinary meaning. Here it is 
nothing else than slang, and calling a man a fraud does not mean 
that he has committed a fraud. All that is meant is that he is 
not nearly so good as he pretends to be, and it may be that 
in a great many walks of life a man may be called a 
fraud—¢.g., with reference to his pretensions even to play a 
— well, or to be an authority on a certain branch of 

wledge. And I have no doubt whatever, knowing the 


English language as it is used—and a judge is entitled to make 
use of such knowledge—that the ordinary slang does not mean 
that the nm has committed a fraud in the legal sense of the 


— 
slanderous. It is abusive language which may or may not bg 
deserved, but it is not slanderous.” We do not think that this 
decision is open to objection. It is founded upon the propogi. 
tion that the courts have no right to be ignorant of the meaning 
of current phrases which every one else understands. 


The Education Bill. 


Crauses 8 (4) and 17 (7) of the Education Bill are of special 
interest to the legal profession. Clause 8 (1) enables a logal 
education authority to obtain, from three commissioners, to be 
appointed by the Crown, ‘‘ a scheme with respect to the mode jp 
which effect is to be given” to the charitable trusts of a volun. 
tary school in event of no “arrangement” having been made 
with the local education authority; and by clause 8 (4) it ig 
proposed that— 


‘*No court shall have power to review or interfere in any way with the 
schemes, decisions, or other proceedings of the commission, and the com. 
mission shall, amongst other matters, have power to decide whether a 
schoolhouse is held under charitable trusts or not.”’ 


No qualification is prescribed for the commissioners, who may 
examine witnesses on oath, and are to have all the powers of a 
court of law. Olause 17 invests the Board of Education with 
comprehensive powers over educational endowments, exercise. 
able both on the application of trustees, and, ‘‘ on the applica. 
tion of any person appearing to the board to be interested,” for 
the appointment or removal of trustees (the powers of a judge 
in which matters are to cease), and by clause 17 (7) it is pro. 
posed that— 


‘*The Board of Education may order any bill of costs in relation to any 
business conducted by a solicitor on behalf of an educational endowment, 
or the trustees thereof, to be taxed, although the bill has been paid, and 
any amount taxed off a bill which has been paid shall be a debt due from 
the solicitor to the trustees of the endowment.”’ 


No doubt, taxation after payment is allowed by section 41 of the 
Solicitors Act, 1843, but this is only (1) under special circum- 
stances, (2) by direction of a court or judge, and (3) on applica- 
tion within twelve months after payment. This extraordinary 
proposal to substitute official for judicial taxation, as well as 
that to prohibit any judicial review of the proceedings of non- 
qualified commissioners, directed (see clause 8 (2)) to “act in 
accordance with the principles followed by the High Court in 
exercising, as the successors of the Court of Chancery, the 
ordinary jurisdiction as to charities inherent in that court” will, 
we hope, emerge from Parliament in a radically amended form. 


The Criminal Appeal Bill. 


Tue Orimmrat Appeal Bill is receiving a large amount of 
attention and criticism and is the subject of a good deal of 
correspondence in the press. It is, fortunately, a subject which 
is absolutely outside party yer and, therefore, there seems 
to be a probability that it will be discussed thoroughly upon its 
merits. The more the Bill is examined in the light of recent 
criticism, the more impossible it appears to be that it should pass 
in its present form. There is almost unanimous agreement that, 
if it becomes law as at present drawn, it will throw an immense 
amount of work on the judges of the King’s Bench Division, 
and that, to enable them to discharge their civil duties, 
a large addition must be made to their numbers. There 
is, however, undoubtedly a demand for an alteration in the 
law, and the Bill may easily be amended so as to remove 
some of its most objectionable features. To give a convicted 
person an absolute and unfettered right of appeal in every case, 
on any ground, whether of law or fact, or as to sentence only, is 
going too far. We think he should have a right of appeal on 
any point of law. As to appeals on the facts, however, 
they should only be allowed by leave of the judge 
who tried the case, or of the court” where such judge 
has been asked for leave and has refused to grant it. 
This restriction would have the effect of largely diminishing the 
number of appeals on facts alone. Regarding appeals merely 
as to the sentence, we think unreasonable applications to the court 
ought to be discouraged by giving the court power to increase, 
as well as to reduce, the punishment awarded. Such power, if 
occasionally and judiciously used, would be a strong deterrent 





herefore, to call a man a liar and a fraud is not} 


from reckless appeals, The powers of the court ought also to 









eee! Gl in ai ae oe ae 








y With the 
the com. 
Whether g 


ho may 
ers of a 
on with 
X OF cige- 
applica. 
od,” for 
1 judge 
18 pro- 


n to any 
wiment, 
uid, and 
le from 


of the 
ircum- 
oplica- 
din 
ell as 
' non- 
act in 
urt in 
, the 
’ will, 
form, 


nt of 
al of 
rhich 
ems 
n its 
cent 
pass 
hat, 
nse 
ion, 
‘ies, 
ere 
the 
ove 
ted 
80, 
, is 














April 28, 1906. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








be enlarged in another direction ; they should be able to order a 
new trial. According to the Bill as it stands, the court can either 
dismiss the appeal or quash the conviction, so that the 
convicted person has everything to gain and nothing to 
lose. With such limited power in the court, probably many 
guilty persons will escape from justice, There are many cases 
in which either of the alternatives open to the court would be 
most unsatisfactory. For example, important evidence may 
have been wrongfully admitted, the effect of which upon the 
jury the court cannot possibly estimate, and it may be essentially 
a question for a jury whether, without such evidence, the 
risoner should be convicted. In such cases the court should 
vo power to set aside the trial or order a new trial, which 
would be the only satisfactory way of disposing of the matter. 


The Responsibility of Juries, 


Many (writers in the newspapers comment upon the danger 
(which we have already noticed in these columns) that the 
proposed change in the law, if carried out, will seriously 
diminish the sense of responsibility of juries. It must always 
be remembered that the functions of a jury are not the same 
in a criminal as in a civil trial. In the latter they hold 
the balance merely, and a very little may be sufficient to 
weigh down one side or the other. In a criminal trial, on 
the other hand, one side must establish a case beyond 
reasonable doubt, or else the other side has nothing to answer. 
The most remarkable feature, however, of our criminal system 
is the finality of the jury’s verdict. This undoubtedly is deeply 
felt by jurymen as laying upon them a great responsibility. For 
these two reasons we believe the verdict of a jury in a criminal 
case to be far less likely to be wrong as against an accused 
person than the verdict in a civil case. It will certainly be a 
great misfortune if this keen sense of responsibility is in any 
way lessened. It will be lessened, however, if there is to 
be an absolute right of appeal from every finding. On the 
other hand, if an appeal lies on fact only, by leave of the 
judge—that is, where the judge, who has heard the evidence, 
feels some doubt as to the correctness of the verdict—probably 
the sense of responsibility will remain unimpaired. It is due to 
this sense that (in spite of the Beck case and a very few others 
that might be mentioned) our present criminal system has been, 
on the whole, so marvellously successful in doing justice. To 
whatever extent the Bill is amended, however, the authorities 
must face the fact that a very large amount of extra work will 
be thrown upon the judges, and that provision for doing this 
work, without causing fresh obstruction to civil business, must 
be made. 


The Earthquake at San Francisco. 


Tue BEcrraL in the Act 19 Car. 2, c. 3, for rebuilding London 
after the great fire—‘‘ the City of London, renowned for trade 
and commerce throughout the world, by reason of a most 
dreadful fire lately happening therein, was for the most part 
thereof burnt down and destroyed within the compass of a fow 
days, and now lies buried in its own ruins’—gives a vivid 
description of ruin and devastation like that which has been 
caused by earthquake and fire in San Francisco. And a glance 
through the sections of the Act to which we have referred will 
give some idea of the delicate and difficult questions of law 
which must be encountered in the rebuilding of a great city 
which has been destroyed by fire. In the case of premises 
which were eccupied for business purposes, the owner, if he is 
able to meet the expense, is anxious to begin rebuilding 
at once, but it is no easy task for those in authority to 
set out the boundaries of every house with its appurtenances. 
The municipality, on the other hand, think that an opportunity 
has arisen for widening and improving narrow and defective 
streets or passages, and for the enforcement of new regulations 
for the prevention of fire. Power must be obtained for the 
purchase or compulsory acquisition of land. Questions of light 
and air must be dealt with in a summary manner. The law of 
real property was found to be cumbersome even in the reign of 
Cuartzs the Second, and the Legislature, anticipating the 
procedure now adopted by our Commercial Court, enacted that 
controversies as to the estates or interests in land taken or used 
by the corporation should be determined by the judges of the 
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“in a summary way or ing, without the 
formalities or ordi course of ing used in any of the 
said courts.” There has recently been much discussion as 


to the liability of fire insurance companies for the damage 
done in San Francisco. It does not appear that any company 
insures inst earthquake, and in some of the foreign com- 
panies policies there is a clause that damage resulting from 
earthquake will not be made good. In addition, the policies 
of the British offices contain the following clause: “If a 
building, or any thereof, fall or became untenantable, except 
as the result of fire, all insurance by this policy on such 
building or its contents shall immediately cease.” The American 
conditions of insurance contain a similar provision. It might, 
therefore, be contended that where a building or part of a 
building collapsed and then took fire, the insurance companies 
were not liable ; but that houses which remained standing and 
were ultimately destroyed by fire will be considered to have a 
claim on the companies. e should not be surprised if this 
question were reserved for the determination of the American 
or English courts, but it is probable that most of the claims 
arising out of this terrible calamity will be settled without 
litigation. 


The Divorce Laws of the United States. 


THE RECENT judgment of the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the case of Haddock v. Haddock is said to have brought 
consternation in all ranks of society. The facts of the case, so 
far as we are able to gather them from newspaper reports, 
appear to be that the suit was instituted in the State of New 
York by a wife inst her husband, praying for a declaration 
that she was still his wife though he had obtained a decree for 
a divorce against her. The marriage took place in the State of 
New York in 1868; we assume that the domicil of the parties 
was in New York. The husband subsequently acquired a 
domicil in Connecticut, and in that State, in 1881, he obtained 
a divorce, re-marrying there in 1882. The Suprene Court of 
New York made a declaration that the divorce was invalid ; that 
the petitioner was still Happock’s legal wife, and that the 
second marriage was illegal. The ground for this decision was 
that the Connecticut divoree had been granted for reasons 
which were an insufficient cause for divorce according to 
the laws of New York. Upon appeal to the Supreme Court 
of the United States, that court has decided, by a majority of 
five judges against four, that the judgment of the Supreme 
Court of New York must be affirmed, inasmuch as the petitioner 
was not subject to the jurisdiction of the Connecticut court. 
Some difficulty may be experienced by English practitioners in 
understanding why the domicil of the husband should not have 
been regarded in law as the domicil of the wife “either by 
construction or by attraction,” in the words of Lord Wesrsury 
in Pitt v. Pitt (4 Macq. 640),80 as to compel her to become 
subject for the purposes of divorce to the jurisdiction of the 
tribunals of any country orstate in which the husband might choose 
to acquireadomicil. But the rule of the Amer:can courts appears 
to be that the wife may acquire a separate domicil whenever it is 
necessary or proper that she should do so, and that the pro- 
ceedings for a divorce may be instituted where the wife has her 
domicil. And although it is the right of the husband, acting for 
the common benefit and not for the op ion of his wife, to 
determine where the matrimonial domicil shall be, yet if he is 
shewn to have driven her away or committed a matrimonial 
offence which compelled her to leave him, or to have deserted 
her, this may confer upon her a separate domici!. The petitioner 
was probably able to brit h within this rule. We are 
di to think that the importance of the decision in Haddock 
v. Haddock has been e ted by the American press. One 
of the newspapers affirms that the effect of the decision is that a 
resident in one State of the Union cannot obtain a divorce from 
a resident in another State. This is going too far; it must bea 
question of fact whether the domicil of the husband is also that 
of his wife, though she is living apart from him. 


Exercise of Powers on Behalfofa Lunatic Tenant 
for Life Not So Found. 


Te pecrsion of the full Court of Appeal in Re S. 8. B. 





\Zimes, 13th inst.) sets at rest an important question as to the 
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extent to which advantage can be taken of the management and 
administration clauses—sections 116 ¢¢ seg.—of the Lunacy Act, 
1890, to enable statutory and other powers to be exercised on 
behalf of persons of unsound mind who have not been found 
lunatic by inquisition. In the present case the question arose 
in respect of a sale to a railway company under the Land Clauses 
Act, 1845. Section 7 of that statute makes provision for sales by 
limited owners, and also, in the case of a lunatic, for a sale by his 
committee, but no power is conferred in respect of the estates of 
lunatics not so found. Similarly the Settled Land Act, 1882, pro- 
vides by section 62 only for the case of a lunatic tenant for life who 
has been so found by inquisition, and in such a case the statutory 
powers may be exercised by the committee of his estate in his 
name and on his behalf. More extended provision, however, 
was made by the Lunacy Act, 1890, with reference to the 
management of the estates of persons not capable of attending 
to their own affairs. Section 116 directs that the management 
and administration clauses shall apply to various classes of 
persons, including every person lawfully detained as a lunatic, 
though not so found by inquisition, and also every person who 
is proved to be of unsound mind and incapable of managing his 
affairs whose property does not exceed a specified value. 
In the case of these persons the powers of the Act exer- 
cisable by a committee of the estate under the order of 
the judge are to be exercised by a person appointed by the 
judge. These powers are defined by section 120, and they 
include (a) power to sell any property of the lunatic, (4) power 
to execute any power of leasing vested in a lunatic who is a limited 
owner, and (/) power to exercise any power vested in the lunatic 
for his own benefit. Also, by section 128, powers vested in the 
lunatic in the character of trustee or guardian may be exercised 
by the committee of the estate, in the name and on behalf of 
the lunatic, under the order of the judge; and, consequently, 
may be exercised also in the case of a person of unsound mind 
not so found by a person appointed by the judge. 


Re Baggs Affirmed. 


Uron THe question whether section 120 of the Lunacy 
Act, 1390, authorizes the exercise of the powers of a tenant for 
life under the Settled Land Acts or under the settlement, where 
such tenant for life is a lunatic not so found, there have been 
conflicting decisions. At first it was held in Re Baggs (1894, 2 
Ch. 416) that section 120 did not apply to the statutory 
power of sale, nor could the tenant for life be treated as 
a trustee within section 128. But in Re X. (42 W. R. 657; 
1894, 2 Ch. 415), where the power was conferred by the 
settlement, it was held that these sections did apply so 
as to enable the power of sale to be exercised on behalf 
of the tenant for life. It has been pointed out that the 
cases are distinguishable also on the ground that section 62 
of the Settled Land Act, 1882, may be taken to forbid the 
exercise of the powers by any person other than a committee on 
the principle expressio unius exclusio alterius, and this seems to be 
a better ground for distinction than any supposed variance 
between powers derived from the settlement and statutory 
powers. But it isin fact inconsistent with Re Salt (44 W. R. 
146; 1896, 1 Ch. 117), where the statutory power of leasing 
was allowed to be exercised under section 120 (h) on behalf of a 
lunatic not so found. Thus section 62 does not by itself 
prohibit the application of the provisions of the Lunacy Act, 
1890, to the statutory powers. On the present occasion, 
therefore, the Court of Appeal have had to consider whether 
Rs Baggs and Re X. could be reconciled by the hypothesis 
that there is any such difference between statutory powers 
and settlement powers as to make the Lunacy Act not 
applicable to the one class as in Re Baggs and applicable to the 
other as in Re X. But in fact no such difference appears to 
be possible, and the Court of Appeal, holding the cases to be irre- 
concileable, have decided in favour of Re Baggs. The tenant for 
life’s statutory power of sale is not a power vested in him for 
his own benefit within section 120 (/), nor is it a power vested in 
him as trustee within section 128. Accordingly it cannot be 
exercised under the Lunacy Act, and the only way of effecting 
a sale is to obtain the appointment of a committee after 
inquisition, and sell under the Settled Land Acts, or, asin the 
present case, under the Lands Clauses Act. 


Newspaper Reports of Police-court Proceedings, 
Tue Recorper of Pontefract, in charging the grand jury at 
the recent quarter sessions, animadverted at some length on the 


modern habit of reporting in the —— the proceedings in ° 


police-courts. He expressed a deci opinion against the 
practice on two grounds—first, that the ensuing publicity was 
unnecessarily harmful to a person the bill against whom was 
ultimately thrown out by the grand jury; and secondly, that the 
members of the petty jury who might eventually be called 
upon to try a prisoner, being local men, would, in all probability, 
have read the newspaper report of the police-court proceedings, 
and might, in consequence, however unconsciously, be prejudiced 
in their view of the case. While agreeing with the observa- 
tions of the learned recorder, we cannot help thinking that the 
principle applies with considerably more force to the newspaper 
reports of a coroner’s inquisition, where it results in the committal 
of a person for trial on a charge of homicide. One of the great 
principles of our criminal law is that on the trial of any prisoner 
all evidence of bis previous bad character must be carefully kept 
from the jury who are to try him, subject to certain well-known 
exceptions, until after their verdict has been given. Now, the 
proceedings before a coroner are a sort of a roving inquiry, and 
practically any kind of evidence is admitted that might in any 
conceivable way throw light on the case. It is by no means uncom- 
mon in these cases for the whole previous history of a man to come 
out in evidence, and his crimes and lapses of all descriptions are 
promptly reported in the sensational press, and eagerly read by 
the class for whom these papers cater. The case of the prisoner 
Devereux will be remembered asa particularly striking example 
of this sort of thing. Under such conditions it would be 
impossible to guarantee that all the members of the petty jury 
at the trial of the prisoner are as ignorant of his character as the 
law enjoins and presumes. 


The Debts of Married Women. 


Lonpon tradesmen are by no means satisfied with the law as 
to the liability of a married woman for goods ordered by her 
which was illustrated by the decision of the House of Lords 
in the case of Paguin v. Beauclerk, on which we recently 
commented. It has been suggested that the law should be 
amended, and that where goods are supplied on credit to 4 
married woman, and the husband refuses to pay for them on the 
ground that he has made her a sufficient allowance for her 
reasonable requirements, it may be competent for the tradesman 
to make her liable to the extent of her separate property, and 
that the onus should be upon her of shewing that she has no 
separate property. We cannot see why under the existing law 
the wife should not be liable in such a case for breach of a 
warranty of authority, according to the law as laid down in 
Collen v. Wright (8 E. & B. 647). The presumption is, of 
course, that she has contracted as agent for her uusband, and 
the damages to which the plaintiff would be entitled in such an 
action could be recovered from the wife in the same manner as 
a debt due from her. 








The Attorney-General is now very much better, says the Z'imes, and, 
according to present arrangements, he will leave London for a change 
at the end of the week. 


It is understood, says the Z'imes, that Lord Justice Vaughan Williams 
will be the chairman of the Royal Commission entrusted with the task 
of investigating the financial condition of the Church in Wales. 


The following are the arrangements in the Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Division for the present sittings :—Undefeaded matrimonial 
causes will be taken in Courts 1 and 2 on Tuesday, the 24th of April, 
and in Court 1 on Wednesday, the 25th of April, and on each suc- 
ceeding Monday during the sittings. Common jury causes will be taken 
on and after Thursday, the 26th of April. Probatesand defended matri- 
monial causes for hearing before the Court itself will be taken after 
the common jury list is finished. There will be a Divisional Court on 
Tuesday, the lst of May. Motions will be heard in Court at 11 a.m. on 
Monday, the 30th of April, and on each succeeding Monday during the 
sittings. Summonses before the Judge will be heard at 10.40 a.m. on 
Saturday, the 28th of April, and on each ees | Saturday duriog 
the sittings. Summonses before the Registrars will be heard at the 
Probate Registry, Somerset House, on each Tuesday and Friday during 
the sittings at 11.30 a.m. All papers for motions on rng i must 
be left in the Contentious Department of the Principal Probate Registry 





at Somerset House before 2 p.m. on the preceding Wednesday. 
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Power to Appropriate Unconverted 
Assets to Pecuniary Legacies 


or Shares of Residue. 


Tux perplexing fourth section of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, 
which refers to appropriation by personal representatives of 

icular property in or towards satisfaction of a legacy or 
share of residuary estate, came under judicial notice in the case 
of Re Beverly (49 W. R. 343; 1901, 1 Ch. 687), when Mr. 
Justice Buckiey held that, where there was a trust for sale and 
conversion, the enactment had no application. The learned 
judge said: ‘‘The Act may have some application to cases in 
which there is no trust for sale and conversion, where you are 
going to appropriate under such circumstances as in Re 
Richardson (44 W. R. 279; 1896, 1 Ch. 512). As to that I say 
nothing.” 

It may be doubted whether any distinction can be found 
for this purpose between the position of a simple executor 
and that of a trustee for sale and conversion. Re Lepine 
(1892, 1 Ch. 210), the leading modern case on this subject, 
there was in fact a trust for conversion; but the judgment 
of the Court of Appeal did not depend on that; and the 
judge below seems rather to have found in the trusteeship an 
obstacle to the transaction. Liyptzy and Bowen, L.JJ., rest 
their judgments on the duty and powers of an executor. All 
the reported cases on this subject, with the exception possibly 
of Elliott v. Kemp (7 M. & W. 306), appear to be referable to 
the principle that a trustee or executor may, in general, omit a 
process which is merely formal in carrying out a transaction in 
its end and entirety lawful. Thus trustees holding property for 
several sets of cestuis que trust on distinct trusts can appropriate 
a particular authorized investment having an ascertained or 
marketable value to be held on one of the trusts: because they 
might have realized the whole, and, after dividing, have re- 
invested so much of the trust share in question upon the former 
investment: Fraser v. Murdoch (6 App. Cas. 855) and Re Nickels 
(46 W. R. 422; 1898, 1 Oh. 630). So an executor, having 
himself under the will to hold as trustee a legacy or share which 
requires investment, can appropriate and retain for that purpose 
an authorized investment at market value (Re Brooks, 76 L. T. 
771) or ascertained value, as money on an authorized mortgage 
security : Re Waters (W. N. 1889, p. 39). So an administrator, 
entitled beneficially to a share, may take over for his own benefit 
& mortgage security on account of the share: Barclay v. Owen 
(60 L, T. 220). 

In cases where the person to whom the,appropriation is made 
is not himself the executor or one of the trustees, the trans- 
action can be regarded as tantamount to a sale to, and re-invest- 
ment by, such person, and it is so explained in Re Lepine. 
Where the expression of a sale may be open to difficulty by 
reason of the equitable objection to a sale by trustees to them- 
selves, then the formal steps, which can be understood as having 
been taken, are, first a sale, not to the persons taking the 
appropriation, but in the market; followed by, secondly, re-in- 
vestment of the proceeds in the same security. It seems, there- 
fore, to be essential to the propriety of an appropriation of this 
kind by an executor or trustee to himself, whether on trusts or 
beneficially, that the subject should have an ascertained or 
market value. 

In the recent case of Re Hall (51 W. R. 107, 529; 1903, 2 
Ch. 233), in which, in the court of first instance, the fourth sec- 
tion of the Land Transfer Act had been considered, Romer, L.J., 
commences his judgment on appeal with these words: “ If 
executors have to provide for a vested legacy, and the person 
entitled to it cannot be found, so that there is no one competent 
to gre a valid receipt for it, undoubtedly both the executors 
and the court would have power to appropriate a sum of 
money to answer the legacy, and in a proper case to 
invest it for the benefit of the legatee. Further, if a 
sagney, io settled upon trusts, the same considerations would 
apply. 
trust legacy, and can be invested in the executor’s name, it 
follows that if the executor holds a proper investment for that 
amount of money he may eppropriate it directly ; and so, ifthe 


If a sum of money can be appropriated to a/ trary 





legatee, not being the executor, desires to have his legacy in a 
particular investment which the executor chances to hold to the 
requisite amount, the amount of the legacy in such actual invest- 
ment may be transferred to the legatee without sale. We con- 
clude that section 4 of the Land Transfer Act cannot be intended 
to disturb an executor’s powers in any of the cases we have 
reviewed, because such interference would fetter the executor 
in distributing the estate economically and conveniently ; and 
would leave it open to him to effect the same result by a little 
cireuity and with some additional expense. Lex neminem cogit 
ad inutilia, 

There remains the case of appropriation of investments of an 
unauthorized description, or oa chattels or other uninvested 
assets, to or in part of a or share of an estate. As 
to these things, a distinction must be drawn. An executor or 
administrator can sell them, and can sell them to any legatee or 
beneficiary who is sui juris and competent; and can set off the 
price against the amount of the legacy or beneficial share. There 
seems no reason for holding the Act to apply here. If it applied, 
it might impede the legal representative in carrying out his duty 
of realizing the estate to the best advantage; and it could be 
evaded without difficulty. Butif the legal representative wishes 
to ag eye such assets at a certain value to himself bene- 
ficially, the rule of equity seems applicable that one in such a 
position cannot set up a sale to himself: and if he wishes to 
make a similar appropriation upon some special trust, the 
interests of other beneficiaries require that the valua- 
tion be made in some authorized or lawful way: 
otherwise one beneficiary might be favoured or advantaged 
at the expense of others. In order to carry out either of these 
two designs an application to the court has usually been 
necessary. If rules had been issued under section 4 (1) pre- 
scribing a mode of valuation, the section might perhaps justify 
executors in dispensing with the authority of the court in some 
cases where they would not now do so. 

Where the appropriation of a legacy or share is made by the 
legal representative to some other person, the consent of such 
person is required, because he is entitled to make his own invest- 
ment and offer his own price, although, as between the other 
beneficiaries and the legal representative, the latter is free to sell 
and settle the price. The person whose consent is necessary to 
the transaction must be a person legally competent to act; and 
thus section 4 (1), if rules for valuation were issued, would 
enable appropriations to be made by executors in cases of 
infants and lunatics which cannot now be effected. 

In the above mentioned case of Elliott v. Kemp the represen- 
tative of a widow administratrix claimed that certain furniture 
had become the property of the widow in her own right. Itis said 
in the judgment that the administratrix might have acquired a 
title by payment of the intestate’s debts to an equal value with 
the chattels, or by taking those chattels by an agreement with 
the next-of-kin entitled under the statute, or even without such 
agreement by appropriating them to herself as her own share : 
but it was held that there was not in the case before the court 
sufficient evidence of such appropriation. 

What was in question in that case was the legal title to recover 
against a third person; and it is not to be inferred that such 
appropriation as mentioned would give an administrator bene- 
ficiary the absolute property as against the other beneficiaries. 
Kay, J., to some extent relied on this authority in Barclay v. 
Owen; but the asset appropriated and retained in the latter case 
was a mortgage security of ascertained value. 

The section, which might be of assistance, as above 
mentioned, to an executor making oe to legatees 
under or not competent, or to himself, probably may 
not be “held to apply at all to administrators of intestate 
estates. The application of it to the case of an intestacy is 
not usually necessary for any purpose connected with land. 
The deceased person whose representatives are empowered by 
the section is referred to in the first sentence as a person who 
has left a will: “The personal representatives of a deceased 
person may, in the absence of any express provision to the con- 
contained in the will of such d person,” &c. The 
primary object of the section is, we take it, to provide for the 


application of existing powers pes apne to shares of land 
¥ egacies payable out of land under the provisions of a will in 
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ce ses where otherwise difficulties of valuation would prevent such 
powers being used. That being the primary object, the terms 
of the section are made wide enough to provide for the valua- 
tion by the representatives for the like purpose of any other piece 
of property comprised in the assets. 

We are disposed to think that, pending the repeal and re- 
enactment in clearer terms of the first sub-section, the authorities 
have used a wise discretion in not issuing rules under its 
provisions. If such rules were issued considerable expense and 
trouble would be incurred to comply with them, ¢x majore cautelé, 
in cases where, if we are right in our view of the enactment, 
such compliance is unnecessary ; and we do not think that the 
exercise of the executor’s established powers of appropriation 
has, in the absence of such rules, been checked by the provision 
at the end of the sub-section that ‘‘ before such appropriation is 
effectual, notice shall be given to all persons interested in the 
residuary estate.” If the sub-section is viewed as intended to 
be an enabling and remedial one, the words ‘such appropria- 
tion” will mean an appropriation which could only take effect 
by virtue of the sub-section, and not any appropriation for which 
the Act was not required. 

It is plain, of course, that the section confers no powers as 
against creditors ; it purports to apply only when there is some- 
body entitled to a legacy or a share of residue; and would 
thus operate as though its powers were contained in a will. No 
power given by will to executors can prejudice the rights of 
creditors: as Lord MacnacuTen says in Dowse y. Gorton (1891, 
App. Cas. 204), “An executor may be liable to creditors for 
conduct which no beneficiary could question, for beneficiaries 
are bound by the terms of the will, while creditors are not.” 








The House of Lords and the 
Succession Duty Act. 


THE decision of the House of Lords in the recent case of Duke of 
Northumberland v. Attorney-General (1905 A. C. 406) has thrown 
@ new light on several sections of the Succession Daty Act, 1853. 
The facts of that case were, shortly, as follows: In 1868, the 
sixth duke, tenant for life of real estates, and the seventh duke, 

tenant in tail male in remainder, by disentailing deed conveyed the 
estates to such uses as they should jointly appoint, and, in default, 

to the eubsisting uses ; and in 1870, under the joint power, sold 

and conveyed a parcel of land, part of the settled estates, to Lord 

James Murray in fee simple. Lord James died in 1874, and 

his widow succeeded to the parcel as his devisee. On this succes- 

sion, of course, no duty was payable. Lord Jamus’ widow died in 

1888, and her daughter CaRoLIne succeeded to the parcel as | 
devisee under her mother’s will. Upon that succession Miss | 
Murray p3'‘d succession duty at 1} per cent. on the value thereof | 
calculated as an annuity for her life. The sixth duke died ia | 
13¥6, and tbe Crown claimed duty on the parcel conveyed to 

Lord James at 64 per cent., the rate which would have been 
payable by the seventh duke had there been no alienation. Duty 
was originally claimed on the capital valae of the property under 
section 18 of the I’inance Act, 1894, but, having regard to the pro- 
visions of section 21 (3) of that Act, this claim was dropped, anda 
claim for duty on the value calculated as an annuity for the lfe of 
Miss Murray was substituted. ‘The claim was made against the 
seventh dak-, Miss Murray, and a purchaser from her, who 
bought in 1902. 

The defendants raised two objections to the claim. First, 
that, duty having been paid by Miss Murray in 1888, as having 
sacceeded in possession to the fee simple of the property, no 
farther daty was payable on the death of the sixth duke. Secondly, 
that, if any daty was payable, the value of the succession should, 
under the provisions of section 21 of the Succession Duty Act, 
have been calculated on the basis of an annuity for the life of 
the seventh duke, the orig.nal successor. The first objection was 
mainly founded on the decision of Sir Geonce Jessen in Re 
Cooper and Allen (4 Ob. Div, 802), the authority of which had 
already been much shaken by the criticism which it received in 
Wolverton vy. Attorney-General (1898, A. C. 535). The second 
objection was, in substance, an appeal from the decision of the 








Court of Exchequer ia Solicitor-General v. Law Reversionay 
Society (L. R. 8 Ex. 233). Both points were decided in favour of 
the Crown by all the judges who heard the case. Re Cooper and 
Allen was finally overru'ed, and the Law Reverstonary Society 
case Was approved. 

The a jadgments in the House of Lords were delivered by 
Lords MacnaGHTEN and Davey, both of whom considered the 
provisions of the Act which were involved in the case in some 
detai', and, while reaching the same conclusion, so far as 
the points actually decided, did so by somewhat different paths, 
Taking the second point firat, they both held that che alienee of g 
successor is himself a successor within section 2, and that there. 
fore, in applying the provisions of section 21, it is the interest of 
the alienee, and not that of the original successor, that falls to be 
vaiued. Lord MACNAGHTEN expressed the opinion that, on ap 
alienation of his suczeesion by the original successor, a succession 
is conferred upon the alienee, within the meaning of section 2, in 
r-spect of which the predecessor is the alienor or original suc. 
cessor. Ue further held that a sale is a disposition within the 
meaning of section 2, and went on to say that, in the case of a 
transferred saccession, the alienee would, but for section 15, be 
liable to duty at a rate determinable by his relatiooship to the 
alienor, which in most cases would be 10 per cent. 

In spite of this reference to a rate of 10 per cent., it is sub- 
mitted that the learned lord cannot have meant that, on a sale of 
a succession by the original successor, the purchaser would, but for 
section 15, be liable to duty at a rate determinable by his relation- 
ship to the vendor. Such a decision would, in effect, overrale 
Fryer v. Morland (3 Ch. D. 675), which decided that a succession 
created for value, using that expression as the equivalent of 
“money or money’s worth,” is not liable to duty. It is true that 
in Fryer vy. Morland the succeision was created ab initio for value, 
while Lord MacnaGHTEN appears to have held that, in the case of 
a transferred succession, although the alienee takes a succession 
“ conferred” by the conveyance, in respect of which the alienor is 
the predecessor, the succession so taken is not a new sacceasion. 
In other words, the succession taken by the alienee is “conferred” 
but not “created” by the conveyance; or, to put it in another 
way, the alienation creates a new predecessor but not a new 
succession. But even from this point of view, it is submicted that 
the principle of Fryer v. Morland would apply. That principle 
appears to be that when there is a disposition for value, which, if 
it had not been for value, would have conferred a succession in 
respect of which the vendor would have been predecessor and the 
purchaser successor, the purchaser is, in fact, both predecessor and 
successor, inasmuch as he derives his interest not from the vendor 





but, to use Sir GEORGE JESSEL’s expression, “from the money in 
his breeches’ pocker.” Applyiog that priaciple to the cas: of an 
a‘ienation for value of an existing succession, and adopting Lord 
MACNAGHTEN’S view that, in such a case, the conveyance to the 
purchaser confers on him a succession, it would follow that, apart 
from section 15, no duty would be payable by the purchaser. If 
the principle of Fryer v. Morland does not apply in such a case, 
Lord MACNAGHTEN’S construction of the Act might lead to the 
following curious result. A., owner in fee, sells Blackacre to B., 
reserving a life interest. A succession is thereby.conferred, but a 
succession* in respect of which B., being both predecessor and 
successor, is not liable to duty. B., in the lifetime of A., sells his 
iaterest to C., a stranger. A succession is thereby conferred on O. 
in respect of which B. is predecessor, and, assuming that the 
principle of Fryer v. Morland does not apply, C. is liable to duty 
at the rate of 10 per cent. It has been held that section 15 bas 
no application to such a case, on the ground that the second part 
of that section, which deals with successions created after the 
passing of the Act, only applies where the alienor was himself liable 
to duty : Altorney-General vy. Gardner (1 H. & ©. 639), Aftorney- 
General v. Yelverton (7 H. & N, at p. 827). The result would 
be that C. would remain liable to duty at the rate of 10 per cent. 
Lord Davey appears to have held that, when a succession is 
ali-nated, the alienee is a person becoming entitled by reason of 
the original disposition within the meaning of section 2—i.., he 


* In view of the definition of a succession as property chargeable with 
duty, it may seem 4 contradiction in terms to talk of a succession in respect 
of which no any is _. The Act itself, however, in section 12, 
for expreseion, 
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js the successor referred to in that section. It would follow from 
this that the rate of duty payable by him would, bat for section 
15, be determinable by his relationship to the original settlor. The 
difference between these two views may be illustrated by the 
following hypothetical case. A. is settlor and tenant for life of 
Blackacre. B., a nephew of A., is tenant in fee in remainder, and 
his anccession is, therefore, liable to duty at the rate of 4} per 
cent. B, in A.’s lifetime, conveys his estate to C., a daughter of 
A. Apart from section 15, Lord Macnacuten’s view would 
seem to be that O. is liable to duty at 63 per cent., as on a suc- 
cession derived from a first cousin, while Lord Davey’s view 
would seem to be that C. is liable to duty at 14 per cent. as on a 
succession derived from her father. Whichever of these views is 
gortect, the effect of section 15 is that the rate of duty payable by 
the alienee is the same as that which would have been payable by 
the original successor—that is to say, C. would pay duty at 44 
rcent.; but the various provisions of the Act are so intricately 
ond up together that it may be well to beat in mind the 
different lines of reasoning adopted by the two learned lords. 

As regards the first point, the liability to duty, the result of the 
decisions was that, in the circumstances of the principal case, the 
payment of duty by Miss Murray in 1888 did not exonerate the 
property from the pre-existing liability te duty on the death of the 
sixth duke. But here again it is not quite clear how far the 
views of Lord MAONAGHTEN coincided with those of Lord Davey. 
Lord MACNAGHTEN (p. 414), after quoting the provisions of 
section 15, says: “This is an enactment of general application 
There is no exception to be found in the Act. But Sir Gzorc: 
JESSEL introduces an exception. He says, in effect, that the rule 
does not apply if there be a disposition or devolution conferring a 
new succession in respect of which duty is payable before duty 
becomes payable in respect of the succession conferred by aliena- 
tion.” And after referring to the facts of the principal case, he 
says: ‘‘ Why should payment of duty on property left by Lord 
James discharge the duty with which the property was charze- 
able when he bought it? or such vicarious exoneration there 
is no warrant in the Act.” These remarks appear to point 
to, or, at all events, to be consistent with, the view that where the 
alienee of an expectant succession dies before coming into 

ion, his heir or devieee is liable, on the death of the tenant 
in possession, to two duties. If this is the true meaning of 
Lord MAonaGHTEN’s judgment, it would seem to be directly 
opposed to Lord Davey’s opinion on this point. Lord Davey 
(p, 416) seems to imply that a successor to real estate 
who dies before his succession falls into possession, can, 
in no case, be liable to duty, becauece the value of his 
succession is calculated with reference to the personal enjoy- 
ment of the successor. As it was held in the principal case that 
an alienee of a succession is, himself, the successor referred to in 
section 2, it would follow that, if he died before his successsion fell 
into possession, no duty would be payable in respect of that 
succession, because there had been no personal enjoyment by the 
successor, In such a case, therefore, the only duty payable by the 
heir or devisee of the alienee would be the duty on his succession 
as derived from the alienee. This view was apparently adopted by 
Lord Davey (p. 417), who to that extent agreed with the 
judgment of Sir Grorar Jesse in Re Cooper and Allen. He went 
on to point out that in the principal case there was something 
more than alienation ; there was acceleration of title which brought 
the case within the concluding provision of rection 15. It appears 
doubtful, therefore, whether on the question of the liability to 
duty of the heir or devisee of a —_ who purchases a reversionary 
interest in real estate, and dies before becoming entitled in posses- 
sion, the views of the two learned lords were identical. 

With regard to the paseage in Lord Davey’s judgment at p. 
416 of the report referred to above, it is to be observed that his 
lordship’s remarks only refer to cases to which section 18 of the 
Finance Act, 1894, does not apply. In cases to which that 
section does apply, a successor to real estate who is competent 
to dispose of the property is chargeable with duty on the principal 
value of the property. It might be suggested that the result of 
this section is to make duty payable in respect of the snccession 
taken by a successor “‘ competent to dispose,” notwithstanding 
that he died before coming into possession; Section 20 


enacts that duty shall be paid at the time when the successor, 
or any person in his right or on his behalf, shall become 
entitled in ion to his succession. The words “an 
person in his right or on his behalf” were treated by Lo 
DavEY as referring, not to transferees, but to trustees, 
executors, etc. (p. 418). But.in the case supposed the 
succession would, under the Land Transfer Act, 1897, now 
pass to the personal representatives of the successor, who 
would be persons becoming entitled in his right within the 
construction put on those words by Lord Davey. This point, 
however, appears to be covered by the ex words of section 18 
of the Finance Act. That section provides that the duty shall be 
payable by instalments, and that the first instalment shall be paid 
at the expiration of twelve months after the date on which the 
successor becomes entitled in possession. There is no reference 
here to possession by any person in right of the successor, so that 
the result would seem to be that, even in cases to which that 
section applies, personal enjoyment by the successor is still a 
condition precedent to liability to duty. 

Finally, it should be noted that the claim against the seventh 
duke was dismissed, on the ground, apparently, that, as the 
alienee of a successor becomes the successor within the meaning 
of section 2, the original successor ceases on alienation to be the 
successor, and is not, therefore, liable to duty. 


Reviews. 


Fire Insurance. 


THE LAW op FrrE INsvRANCE. By CHARLES JoHN Bunyon, M.A., 
Barrister-at-Law. FirrH Epirion. By RimHarD JAMEs QUIN, 
LU.B., and Francis Ernest CotEnso, M.A., Barristers-at-Law. 
Charles & Edwiu Layton. 

This treatise on the law of fire insurance bas been for a considerable 
number of years before the profession, and in the present edition the 
scheme and main body of the work remain unchanged, the work of 
the editors having been confined mainly to making 
alterations as were required to incorporate the recent decisions, 
statutes, and other matter relating to the subject. The first 
chapter, in dealing generally with the contract of fire insurance, 
gives a useful statement of the conditions which are commonly 
found in fire policies, and also a description of the various kinds of 
policies. In a solicitor’s practice fire — most usually come 
under consideration in regard to sales of house property and other 
buildings, and until the fire offices have agreed upon a clause which 
will give adequate protection to purchasers, the proper method of cover- 
ing a purchaser against risk will require to be kept under considera- 
tion. The extremely unsatisfatory state of the law is shewn by the 
cases of Rayner v. Preston (18 Ch. D. 1) and Castellain v. Preston (11 
Q. B. D. 380), where a vendor was allowed to keep the insurance 
money as against the purchaser, although be was compelled sfter- 
wards to return it to the company. The editors point out 
the insufficiency of a condition in the contract of sale that the 
benefit of the insurance shall pass to the purchaser, since it if not 
binding on the insurance company, and they enumerate the various 
clauses which have been introduced into policies to meet the difficulty. 
The chapter on covenants to insure contained in leases also furnishes 
much information of practical value, and a useful feature of the 
work is the appendix of statutes which are in force with respect to 
fire risks and fire insurance. Moreover, the authorities are drawn 
from current papers devoted to insurance interests and from American 
decisions, as well as from the ordinary law reports. The work has 
been very thoronghly brought up to date. 





Books of the Week. 


Encyclopedia of Local Government Law (Exclusive of the 
Metropolis). Editor : Josnva ScHoLEFIELD, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
Vol. Il.: Betterment to District Councils. Butterworth & Co. ; 
Shaw & Sons. 

The English Reports. Vol. LXII.: Vice-Chanceller’s Court VII., 
containing Drewry vol 4, Drewry and Smale vols. 1 and 2, Younge 
and Collyer’s Chancery Cases vol. 1. William Green & Sons, 
Edinburgh ; Stevens & s (Limited). 

The Overseer's Handbook, for the use of Overseers, Assistant Over- 
seers, Collectors of Poor Rates, Vestry Clerks, and other Parish 
Officers, together with a Calendar of Overseer’s Duties. By 
Wirw1aAM W. Mackenzi8, M.A., and Henry J. Comyns, Barristers- 





at-Law. Sixth Edition, Shaw & Sons; Butterworth & Co, 5 
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The Agricultural Holdings (England) Acts, 1883 to 1900, wi 


pers Notes and General Forms ; also the Board of Agriculture 
snd County Court Rules and Forms, together with the Allotments 


and Cottage Gardens Compensation for Crops Act, 1887. 
JOHN Spencer, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. 


Third Edition. 
& Sons (Limited). 


Steve 


The King’s Coroner: being the Practice and Procedure in his 
By R. HENSLOWE WELLINGTON, 
Barrister-at-Law, Deputy Coroner in the City of Westminster and 


Vol. II. (complete in 


Judicial and Ministerial Capacities. 


County of London, South-Western Division. 
itself). Bailliére, Tindall, & Cox. 


The Law of Aliens and Naturalization, including the Text of the 
By H. 8. Q. Henriques, B.A., B.C.L., Bartister- 


Aliens Act, 1905. 


at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 








Correspondence. 


The Settled Land Act Bill. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,— With reference to the Bill amending the Settled Land Acts, 
introduced in the House of Lords by Lord Davey at the instance of 
the Council of the Law Society, an outline of which appeared in your 
issue of the 7th inst., I venture to suggest that the inclusion of a 
clause enabling capital for improvements authorized by the Acts to be 
raised by mortgage with the sanction of the court would be a useful 


addition to the powers of the Acts. 
The powers of raising money by mortgage are at present limited 


under the Act of 1882, to the shifting of incumbrances on a sale, 
substitution of lard 
acquired on purchase, exchange or partition as security for charges 
released with a view to completion (section 24, sub-sections 4 and 
money for enfranchisement or equality of 
exchange (section 18); and the raising of money for costs (section 
Section 11 cf the Act of 1890 extended the power of mortgagiog 
to the raising of money for the discharge of incumbrances—a power 


exchange or partition (section 7); the 


5); the raising of 
47). 


which has been very useful in practice. 


There remain, however, cases in which the execution of beneficial 


improvements is prevented by the want of capital money. Unless 
the trustees of the settlement have such money in hand, it can now 
only be raised by sale; a course which would often defeat its own 
object. I suggest that the sanction of the court would be a proper 
and sufficient protection of the interests of remaindermen. 
EDWARD TALBOT 
Westminster Buildings, 37, Brown-street, Manchester, April 25. 





Income Tax on Tithe Rent-charge. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ ‘ournal.]} 


Sir,—Can you or any of your readers tell me what is the proper and 
usual course to pursue with respect to income tax on tithe rent-charge ? 
It appears to me that, since the payment of tithe rent-charge is now 
thrown on the landlord, he is entitled to deduct income tax from the 
tithe rent-charge which he pays. The net income derived by him 
from the land is the rent minus thetithe rent-charge. But the tenant 
pays property tax on the gross rent and deducts it from the rent, so 
that the tenant pays property tax on both the landlord’s and the 
tithe-owner’s share; and the landlord’s share only should fall on the 
Jandlord, the tithe-owner’s falling on the tithe-owner. This result 
would be arrived at ifthe landlord deducted income tax from the rent- 
charge which he pays. I recently inquired at Somerset House on this 
subject, and received an evasive answer. PRUDENS. 








The list of House of Lords 
of which fifteen are Eng! 
appeal. 

The opening of the Law 


Appeals contains twenty-three appeals, 
1, seven are Scotch, and one is an Irish 


Courts may, says the Hvening Standard, 


come as a relief to some whose affairs do not take them before the 
Bench. Within the precincts of the court no man, it seems, may be 
served with a writ. More men know this fact than the process-servers 
desire should be the case. Last year an application was made to 
commit a man who avoided service by spending his hours at the Law 


Courts. It was not easy ere are a thousand rooms 
in the Law Courts and two and a-half miles of passages up and down 
which elusive debtors may-—though they should not 


to locate him; tk 


glide. But one 
bright day the truant was run to ground. The bailiff found him 
and flourished his writ. No matter, the fugitive would not leave the 
court, therefore he could not be served. Help was sought to make 
him leave, and by some miracle he was eventually cajoled into the 
open to have the writ thrust into his unready hand. 


The last laugh 


was with the debtor. He had not cleared the precincts of the court; 


the service was illegal, 


By AUBREY 


———— 





th 


Cases of Last Sittings. 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
WILLIAMS v. MORGAN. Swinfen Eady, J. 4th April, 


Morrcace—ForeciosurE—Covenant To Pay Parncrpat anv Inrerusr gy 
Furvrr Dare—Serarate Covenant To Pay Interest HA.r-yeanty— 
Szconp Covenant Hetp Nor To nz Importep INTO Proviso For Repeyp. 
TION—CONSTRUCTION. 


Originating summons. A mortgage of freeholds and leaseholds bearing 
date the 30th of January, 1900, contained the following covenants and 
provisions: {a) a covenant to pay the principal on the Ist of January, 
1914, with the interest that might then be due at 5 per cent.; (5) a cove. 
nant to pay interest half-yearly on every 1st of January and Ist of July so 
long as the principal remained unpaid; (c) a proviso that if the interest 
should be paid on every such half-yearly day, or within twenty-one 
days after, the mortgagee would not call in the principal of 
the mortgage until 1914; (d) a proviso that the mortgagor should 
not be entitled to redeem before 1914; (¢) a proviso that, if the 
mortgagor on the lst of January, 1914, paid the principal and the 
interest then due, the mortgagee would reconvey. Default was made by 
the mortgagor in the payment of the interest due on the Ist of July, 1905, 
but it was paid on the 28th of July. This was a summons for foreclosure 
taken out by the mortgagee, and claiming that under and by virtue of the 
mortgage deed the mortgagor had forfeited his right to redeem. For the 
plaintiff it was argued that the proviso for redemption, taken together 
with the covenant to pay interest half-yearly and the proviso that the 
mortgagee would not call in the principal before 1916 if the interest were 
punctually paid every half-year, amounted to a proviso that if interest 
were not punctually paid the mortgagee might foreclose, and was the 
, | Same as if the covenant to pay had been in the usual form. The plaintiff 

could therefore bring his action for foreclosure although the principal 
was not due: Edwards v. Martin (7 W. R. 30, 25 L. J. Ch. 289) and 
Burrows v. Molloy (8 Ir. Eq. 482, 2 Jo. & Lat. 521). For the defendant it 
was contended that the proviso for redemption (e) did not import any con- 
dition that interest was to be paid half-yearly. As in Re Turner (43 W. R. 
153), where it was held that the condition for redemption had not been 
broken, so here the mortgagee’s estate was still subject to the legal right 
of redemption and was ected by any breach of condition (+). 

Swrivren Eapy, J., said that the covenant to pay interest half-yearly 
and the covenant to pay on the Ist of January, 1914, the principal and 
interest then due were separable, and that only the latter was imported 
into the covenant for redemption by its express words. The condition to 
psy on the Ist of January, 1914, had not been broken and the deed was a 
conveyance upon this condition. As no condition had been broken, the 
cases cited on behalf the plaintiff did not apply. Accordingly the mort- 
gagee’s estate had never become absolute in Jaw and this summons for fore- 
closure could not be maintained. Thecase cited on behalf the defendant, 
Re Turner (supra) was extremely like this case. The summons failed and 
would be dismissed with costs.—Counset, W. H. Gover; EB. W. Martelli, 
Soxicrrors, Helder, Roberts, § Co.,for G. F. Forsdike, Cardiff; Gibson ¢ 
Weldon, for J. L. Phillips, Pontypridd. 


[Reported by C. H. Carpun Noap, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


os 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


WAKEFIELD AND DISTRICT LIGHT RAILWAYS v. MAYOR, &c., OF 
WAKEFIELD. Div. Court, 10th April. 


Ratinec—Licut Ramwar—‘‘ Usep onty as A Rartway ’’—Ramway— 
“ Ewactments’’—Licut Rartways Act, 1896 (59 & 60 Vicr. c. 48), 
s. 12, sun-sections 1, 2; Puntic Heatran Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. c. 55), 
s. 211, suB-secTION 1 (8). 


Case stated by the justices of the City of Wakefield, of which the 
material parts are as follows: ‘‘This was a complaint preferred by the 
Mayor, &c., of Wakefield against the Wakefield and District Light Rail- 
ways Co. for that they being a company duly rated and assessed to two 
several rates made by the said mayor and corporation and in 
and by a rate in the nature of a general district rate . which had 
been yer | demanded in writing, had not paid the same or any part 
thereof, but had refused to do so (except as hereinafter appears) for the 
space of fourteen days before the making of the complaint, and after 
hearing the parties and the evidence adduced by the appellants and 
respondents we did thereupon order that the said sums be paid by the 
appellants. At the hearing of the said complaint it was proved or 
admitted that the said rates were duly made and demanded of the 
appellants, and that the appellants were therein rated in respect of certain 
light railways described in the rates as lines of rails. Such rails 
are laid and situated in certain public streets. . . . It was 
further proved that the appellants had tendered to the respondents in 
respect of the said rates the sum of £10 Os. 7d., being the total sum 
charged by the said rates calculated on one-fourth part only of the said 
net annual value, and that the respondents had refused to accept the same. 
It was admitted that the appellants were in occupation of the said lines 
of rails and the land occupied thereby. The said lines of rails comprise 
railways Nos. 8, 6, 7, and 8 authorized by clause 10 of the 
Wakefield and District Light Railways Order, 1901, and lie entirely 
in certain public streets within the city of Wakefield which 





# 





are highways dedicated to the public and repairable by the ‘inhabitants 
at large and are vested in the Corporation of Wakefield as urban authority 
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pursuant to the Public Health Act, 1875. The traffic along the said lines 

of rails is worked by electricity in what is commonly called the overhead 

system by means of electricity conveyed to the veh’ travellin ory = 
sai 


gaid line of rails by wires suspended from posts placed alo: 
. The said vehicles are made for the conveyance of passengers and 
Js, and the public are entitled to be conveyed along the said line 
of rails on payment of the rates and charges authorized by the said orders. 
We held that the said land occupied by the said line of rails was not land 
used only as a railway and that the said railways were not railways 
constructed under the power of an Act of Parliament for public 
conveyauce within the meaning of section 211 (1) (6) of the Public Health 
Act, 1875.” .The material clauses of the company’s order were: “‘(1) 
Notwithstanding anything in this order contained the company shall not 
acquire or be deemed to acquire any right other than that of user of any 
road along or across which lay the railway. (17) Nothing in this order 
or in any bye-law made in this order shall take away or abridge the 
right of the public to pass along or across every part of any road 
along or across which the railway is laid with carriages not having 
flange wheels or wheels suitable only to run on the rails of the railway. 
(49) The company may use, on the railway, i with flange 
wheels or wheels suitable only to run on the rails of the railway, and 
subject to the provisions of this order the company shall have the 
exclusive use of the railway for carriages with flange wheels or other 
wheels suitable only to run on the rails of the railway. (50) If any 
person (except by agreement with the company or otherwise as by this 
order provided) uses the railway or any portion thereof with carriages 
having flange wheels or other wheels suitable only to run on the rails 
of the railway such person shall for every such offence be liable to a 
penalty not exceeding twenty pounds.” Section 211 of the Public Health 
Act, 1875, gives the power to levy district rates, and sub-section 1 (5) 
provides : ‘‘ The owner of any tithes or the occupier of any land 
used as arable, meadow or pasture ground only . . and the occupier 
of any land covered with water or used only as a canal or towing-path for 
the same, or as a railway constructed under the powers of avy Act 
of Parliament for public conveyance shall be assessed in respect of 
the same in the proportion of one-fourth only of such net annual 
value thereof.’? Section 12 of the Light Railways Act, 1896, sub-section 

1, provides: ‘‘The Clauses Acts, as defined by this Act, and the enact- 
ments mentioned in the second schedule to this Act shall not apply to a 
light railway authorized under this Act, except so far as they are incor- 
porated or applied by the order authorizing the railway.” Sub-section 2: 
“Subject to the foregoing provisions of this Act, and to any special 
provisions contained in the order authorizing the railway, the 
general enactments relating to railways shall apply to a light 
railway under this Act in like manner as they apply to any other 
railway ; and for the purpose of those enactments and of the Clauses 
Acts the light railway shall be deemed a railway company, 
and the order under this Act a special Act. - -” Counsel for the 
appellant contended that as the company was only rateable because of 
its exclusive user of the metals or the grooves of the metals, it followed 
that the land so occupied was used only as a railway, and secondly only 
as a railway constructed under the powers of an Act of Parliament. A 
tramway was not exempt since § Impr ts and Tramways Co. v. 
Swansea Sanitary Authority (1892, 1Q. B. 325). But a light railway was 
nota tramway. The light railway was constructed under an order, but 
section 12 of the Light Railways Act, 1896, the order was made a epecial 
Act for the ae of any ‘‘ general enactment relating to railways ’’ and 
section 211 of the Public Health Act was such an enactment. Counsel for 
the respondent contended (1) The land was not only used as a railway in- 
asmuch as the public had full rights; (2) section 211 was not a general 
enactment within the meaning of section 12 of the Light Railways Act, 
1896, which referred to Acts dealing solely with railways, as confirmed by 
the Acts in the schedule. 

in Covrr (Rriptey, Dantinc, and A. T. Lawrence, JJ.) allowed the 
appeal. 
inLey, J., held that the land was used only as a railway, and that the 
railway was constructed under the powers of an Act of Parliament by 
force of section 12 of the Light Railways Act, 1896, which turned the order 
into an Act for the purpose of applying to it a ‘‘ general enactment 
relating to railways,’’ and section 211 of the Public Health Act, 1875, was 
such an enactment. 

_Daruve and A. T, Lawrence, JJ., concurred.—Covunser, Danckwerts, 
K.U., and Ryde ; Clavell Salter, K.O., and Mackenzie. Soxicrrors, Ashurst, 
Morris, § Crisp; Sharpe, Parker, § Co., for W. W. Greenhalgh, Wakefield. 

[Reported by Mavurics N. Davogusr, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ] 











A meeting to inaugurate the London Law Clerks’ Association will be 
held at Clifford’s Inn Hall, Fleet-street, on Monday evening, the 30th 
inst., at seven o’clock, which all law clerks are invited to attend. 


The following remarkable advertisement appeared in the Z'imes of 


the 20th inst.:—‘‘Man, K.C., M.P., well known professionally and 
called a good companion, over sixty-one, desires to be received as 
Sociable Guest, He wishes to be accepted genially by those who would 


not receive him entirely for gain, and as possibly a small contributor 
to expenses. Write ——, the 7’imes office, E.C.” 

At the a Adjourned Sessions at Clerkenwell, on Tuesday, the 
chairman, Mr. McConnell, K.C., drew attention to the steady increase 
of crime in the Metropolis. He said that up to the preseat time 
1,161 prisoners had been dealt with at the Sessions on both sides of 
the Thames this year, and there was an excess of 222 prisoners over the 


Law Students’ Journal. 


Council of Legal Education. 


The following are the results of the Easter examinations, held in Gray’s- 
inn-hall on the 3rd, 4th, 5th, and 6th of April. L.I., Lincoln’s-inn; L.T., 
Inner Temple; M.T., Middle Temple ; and G.I., Gray’s-inn : 


_ Roman Law. 


Class I.—W. G. Litt, I.T.; R. H. Macleod, M.T. 

Class II.—H. G. A. Baker and N. de M. Bentwich, L.I.; K. K. Chakko 
and T. C. Cotroni, M.T. ; E. G. Eardley- Wilmot and W. 8. Gibson, L.I. ; 
M. A. R. Khao, M.T.; Arthur Moon, I.T.; J. G. Phillimore, M.T. ; 
Charanjit Rai, L.I.; J. B. Richardson, M.T.; F. A. Wray, G.I. 

Class II[.—Mohamad Asghar and Maung Bah Soe, M.T.; J. E. E. 
Bankes and C. M. Barber, [.T.; Maurice Barnett, G.I.; L. H. R. Barr, 
M.T.; A. J. Basto and 8. P. Basu, L.I.; A. C. Bergheim, I.T.; 8. M. 
Bruce and Arthur Bryan, M T.; A. 8. Carr, G.I.; R. 8. Carrapiett, L.I. ; 
8. A. G. Cox, M.T.; T. L. Crombie, L.I.; A. V. Dass, G.I.; V. T. 
Deshmukh, L.I.; A. B. B. de Tscharner, M.T.; R. 8. Ellis, 1.T ; G. V. 
Gaurishanker and J. OC. Ghose, M.T.; R. P. Goffe and 8. McG. Grier, 
G.I. ; Samuel Hawkins, M.T.; R. F. Hayward, G. O. Heron, and H. N. 
Howorth, I.T.; St. John Hutchinson, M.T.; John Isaacs, L.I.; W. T. 
Ivimey and H. M. James, I.T.; J. W. L Langford-James, G.I. ; M. F. J. 
McDonnell, I.T.; V. N. Mehta and R. W. Needham, M.T.; F. J. 
Newman, W. N. Owen, and James Paterson, [.T.; Ram Rattan, G.L. ; 
P. E. M. Richards and Edgar Rosewall, M.T.; G. G. Russell, I.T. ; 
Ms L. Sadh, L.I.; K. E. J. Sanjana, G.I. ; A. M. Scott, M.T.; G. W. 
Scott and J. Y. Scott, I.T.; H. M. K. Shairani, L.1.; S. N. Sinha, M.T. ; 
R. W. Smith and A. L. Stephen, I.T.: William Stewart, M.T.; C. B. &. 
van Soelem, H. B. Warner, and F. CO. B. West, I.T.; L. A. C. Wharton, 
G.I.; G. R. B. White, L.I. ; E. C. Willoughby, M.T. 

Out of 124 examined 72 passed. Four candidates were postponed until 
the Michaelmas examination, 1906. 


ConstitvTionaL Law, ENciisH anp CoLoniat anp Lecat History. 


Class I.— Hector Burn-Murdoch, I.T. ; G. 8. Yeoh, G.I. 
Class II1.—W. D. Aston, G.I. ; J. E. E. Bankes, I.T. ; N. de M. Sentwich 
and W. J. 8. Carrapiett, L.I. ; O. B. Clarke, I.T. : E. G. Eardley- Wilmot, 
L.I. ; B.S. Ellis and G. M. FitzGerald, I.T.; D.S Fleming. L.I. ; C. J.D. 
Freeth and 8. A. Goghavla, M.T.; A. L. Jones, I.T.; E. R. Pezzani and 
J. G. Phillimore, M.T. ; Lazarus Tyfield and Herbert Watkinson, L.T. ; 
H. M. Wise, M.T. ; A. R. Wontner, G.I. 
Class I1I.—E. V. Bacon and T. H. D. Bell, I.T. ; W. H. D. Bell, M.T. : 
S. K. Bose, G.I.; F. E. Bray, 1.T.; J. L. Brierly, L.I.; R. T. Cannot, 
M.T.: P. M. Carleton and A. 8S. Carr, G.I. ; J. D. Cassels, M.T.; F. W. 
Charlton, I.T.; J. A. Cherry and H. F. Chettle, G.I.; H. H. Chipman, 
L.I.; E. A. Clinch, H. D. Cooper, A. B. Cox, and Clayton Cozens-Smith, 
M.T.; D. S. Dass, I.T.; E. G. Davies, M.T. ; C. C. Deans, L.I. ; J. W. 
Dearden and James Dekker, I.T.; H. C..De Sanges, G. K. Din, F. R, 
Dragten, and Edward Duke, GI.; J. G, Duncan-Hughes, L.T.; W. 0. 
Easton, M.T.; B. F. Fletcher, I.T.; A. H. Flint and John Flowers, LT, ; 
F. 8. Foley, G.I. ; J. C. Ghose, M.T. ; A.C. Grainger, I.T. ; H. M. Green, 
G.I.; Abdul Hamid, A. J. 8. Hamilton, avd V. B. Holland, L.I.; H. N. 
Howorth and G. C. Hutchinson, I.T. ; Edward Ingham and 8. M. 
Iqbal, L.I.; Frederick Kinder, M.T.; C. A. Kirby and F. E. 
Lampard, L.I.; F. O. Langley, L.T.; C. F. CO. Macaskie, GL. ; 
Hugh Makins, I.T.; J. E. Mitchell and A. C. F. Morasso, M.T-.; 
J. M. Myers, I.T.; Suraj Narain, L.J.; E. J. B. Oxenham, G.I. ; 
James Paterson, I.T.; John Poyser, M.T.; J. D. Price, LT.; E. J. 
Parchase and M. K. Rahman, M.T.; Charanjit Ral, L.I.; Bernard Rich- 
mond, M.T.; L. W. Ritch and H. D. Samuels, L.I.; W. M. 8t. L. 
Saunders, M.T.; A. F. Schuster, L.I.; A. M. Scott, M.T.; E. W. 
Shepperson, G.I.; W. V. Sherlock and John Simonds, L.I.; Kapur 
Singh, G.I.; J. E. Singleton, I.T.; P. K. Sinha, L.I.; C. H. Sleigh, 
M.T. ; A. R. Stephens, L.I.; R. H. R. Stewart and K. A. R. Sugden, 
I.T. ; Alfred Taylor and R. J. L. Tindall, M.T.; C. B.S. van Soelen and 
F. C. B. West, 1.T. ; E. O. Willoughby, M.T. ; E. M. Winterbotham and 
Jackson Wolfe, L.I.; F. A. Wray, G.I; Emanuel Wright, LT.; 
Mohamad Zachariah, M.T. 2 

Out of 158 examined 106 passed. One candidate was postponed until 
the Michaelmas tion, 1906. 

A special prize of £50 was divided between Mr. Burn-Murdoch, Inner 
Temple, and Mr. Yeoh, Gray’s-inn, 

Eviwencs, Procepurs, anp Criwinat Law, 


Class I.—D. R. Boyd, I.T.; J. L. Brierly, L.I.; R. L. W. Byrde and 

“M. Farrer, I.T.; H. E. Fulford, L.1.; R. J. T. Gibson, L.T.; L. W. 
Greenhalgh, L.I.; 8. P. Low, M.T.; H. W. E. Manisty, G.I; L. J. A. 
Pile, L.T.; J. 8. B, Reed, G.I. ; R. M. Sebag-Montefiore, I.T.: ©. L. R. 
Thomas, M.T.; W. D. Ward, I.T.; Pem Wicks and W. F. Wright, 
M 


4 2 

Class I1.—J. T. and C. P. Blackwell, I.T. ; D. N. Bonarjee, L I. ; 
T. G. Brocklebank, Hector Burn-Murdoch, and L. A. Cherry, IT. 
W. B. Cowcher and E. V. David, G.I. ; L. @. Dibdin, L.I.; G. TB Fitz: 
Gerald, I.T.; F. 8. Foley, G.I.; N. L. Goddard, M.T.; F. C. Grant 
LT.; H. M. Green, G.I.; H J. Grisewood, I.T.; E. R. Gurney, G.I. ; 
Q@. W. Hornsby, L.I.; F, 0. J.C. Jenkin, G.I. ; M. A. Reza Khan, M.T. ; 
R. W. Leach, G.I.; W. H. P. Lewis and C. M. Lioyd, LT.; H. D. PF. 
MacGeagh, M.T.; T. A. Pace and V, F. Taraporewala, LI. ; ; 


Wharton 


- 





nuwher committed for trial at the corresponding period of last year. 


G.I. 
Class 111,—Bernard Alexander, I.T. ; M.A. Z. Ali, L.I.; W. D, Aston, 
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G.I.; C. R. Attlee, I.T.; 8. A. Aziz, L.I.; 8. C. Bagchi, G.I.; E. L. 
Barnes, I.T.; H. 8. Bell, L.I.; B. B. B. Benas, M.T.; C. L. Bennett, 
C. T. Blakeway, F. H. W. Bovey, G. A. Buchanan, and G. E. Cannan, 
LT.; F. C. Carleton, G.I. ; E. T. Chamberlayne, I.T.; H. H. Chipman, 
L.I.; O. H. Cooke, I.T. ; J. R. Coombes, M.T. ; G. H. Corringham, L.I. ; 
Albert Crew, G.I.; F. P. Croshaw and D. 8S. Dass, I.T.; Adolf Davis 
and N. de L. Davis, M.T.; B. N. Deb and T. R. Dhir, G.L.; 
M. M. Doctor, M.T.; Edward Duke, G.I.; J. L. M. Franken 
and S. A. Goghavala, M.T.; J. G. Gordon, A. C. Grainger, J. H. 
Greenwood, H. 8. Harris, Hubert Hickman, and G. C. Hutchinson, 
I.T.; S. M. Igbal, L.I.; W. F. H. Jeffes, G.I.; J. B. Johnson and 
H. T. Johnston, 1.T.; Parmeshwar Lall, M.T.; J. W. L. Langford- 
James, G.I.; G Le M. Mander, I.T.; R. F. McCall and H. C, Mussenden, 
M.T.; W. F. Newberry, G.I.; R. de C. Oldfield, 1.T.; C. E. Palmer, 
L.I.; James Paterson and Coleman Phillipson, I.T.; M. K. N. Pallai, 
M.T,; G. A. Powell, G.I.; J. D. Price, 1.T.; W. H. Riley-Pearson, 
G.I.; M. L. Sadh, L.I.; J. C. H. Seale, LT. ; H. A. G. Sprigg, L.I.; A. 
D. Stoop, I.T. ; Alfred Taylor and J. B. Thompson, M.T.; John Tootell 
and T. F. Tremearne, L.I. ; R. F. Truscott and Thomas Usher, I.T. 

Out of 122 examined 107 . 

A special prize of £50 was divided between Mr. Brierly, Lincoln’s-inn ; 
Mr. Farrer, Inner Temple; and Mr. Thomas, Middle Temple. 


Fina. 


Class I. (in order of merit).—Heinrich Oppenheimer and J. C. V. Behan, 
M.T.; R. M. Lowe and William Dulley, L.I., all of whom receive certifi- 
cates of honour. 

Class II. (in order of merit).—Thomas Jameson, G.I.; Joseph Nissim, 
M.T.; E. A. Gowers, I.T.; H. T. Blewett, G.I.; Hung Kwok Leung, 
L.I. ; Robert Peel, I.T. ; Christmas Evans, G.I.,and W.G. Ingham Hope, 
I.T., equal; G. D. Hardinge-Tyler, I.T.; Herbert du Parcq, M.'’. ; 
T. W. S. Garraway, L.I.; W. K. Chandler, I.T.; Hamilton Conacher, 
M.T., M. M. Jawad, M.T., and N. W. Pradhan, L.I., equal; F. G. Grant, 
IT., and John Spitteler, L.I., equal; J. B. Melville, M.T.; A. J. S. 
Hamilton, L.I. ; S. M. Bruce, M.T.; J. W. Godfrey, L.I. 

Class ILI. (in alphabetical order).—Morounfolu Abayomi, M.T. ; E. B. 
Amphlett, L.T.; 8. M. Askeri, G.I.; C. R. Atlee, I.T.; P. H. A. Baerlein, 
M.T.; J.F. Berkeley, I.T.; K. A. Bhojwani, M.T.; G. M. Bhurgri, 
LI.; RB. J. Blackham, M.T.; W. J. Bowker and A. L. Bridge, L.I. ; 
A. R. Churchill, I.T.; A. V. L. Davies, L.I.; W. E. Demuth, G. M. Dod- 
well, G. B. Duncan, and John Duncan, jun., I.T.; F.S. Foley, G.I. ; C. 

A. Foresythe and C. G. B. Francis, I.T.; D. D. Galbraith, G.I. ; G. V. 
Godfrey, L.I. ; A. C. Grainger, I.T.; S. A. Hasan, M.T.; D. N. Khanda- 
lavala, L.I.; H. L. Kidd and M. M. H. Kidwai, M T.; E. E. Leader, H. 
W. Leigh- Bennett, E. N. F. Loyd, and H. C. Meysey-Thompson, I.T. ; 
M. G. Naidu, M.T. ; E. T. Powell, 1,T. ; W. R. Redman, Alma Roper, and 
W. A. Savage, M.T.; H. H. Schloesser and Warrell Segur, I.T.; B. D. 
Sertsios, M.T. ; N. H. Smith, L.T.; A. al M. Sohraworthy and E. J. Steeg- 
mann, G.I.; H.C. Swan and W, W. Szlumper, L.I.; John Topham, 
G.I. ; A.8. van Hees, I.T.; O. T. Williams, M.T.; E. T. Woodhead, 
LT. ; Guy Wormald, L.I.; B. W. Worthington, I.T. ; Elsley Zeitlyn, M.T. 

Out of 113 examined 76 passed. 


Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srupents’ Denatinc Socrety.—April 24.—Chairman, Mr. R. P. C. 
Johnson.—The subject for debate was: ‘‘ That the case of Macmillan v. Dent 
(1905, W. N. 173, 75 L. J. Ch. 99) (Copyright—Letters—Copyright Act, 
1842, s. 3) was wrongly decided.”” Mr. A. J. V. Bass opened in the 
affirmative, Mr. P. M. C. Hart seconded in the affirmative; Mr H. W. 
Pollock opened in the negative, Mr. J. E. C. Adams seconded in the 
negative. The following members also spoke: For the motion, Messrs. 
Singleton and Blackwall; against the motion, Messrs. Dowding, Hender- 
son, and Blagden. The motion was lost by one vote. 





The f.llowing circuits have been chosen by the judges for the autumn 
assizes :-—North-Eastern Circuit, the Lord Chief Justice and Bigham, 
J.; South-Eastern, Lawrance, J.; Midland, Ridley, J.; Western, 
Kennedy, J.; Oxford, Phillimore, J.; North and South Wales, Walton. 
J.; Northern, A. T. Lawrence and Sutton, JJ. 


The death is announced of Mr, Justice Henderson, of the Calcutta 
High Court. He had filled the posts of Tagore Law Lecturer, Chief 
Presidency Magistrate, Standing Counsel to the Government of India, 
and officiating judge at the High Courts of Allahabad and Calcutta, 
and was raised to the Bench in Calcutta in 1902. He was says the 
Times, a prominent and most popular member of Calcutta society, 
where his genuine kindness and wide hospitality endeared him to a 
large circle of friends, 


At a meeting of the council of the Birmingham Chamber of Com- 
merce, on Wednesday, says the Times, the secretary presented a report 
with reference to the Workmen’s Compensation Act, which stated that 
the alteration of the period after which a workman was entitled to com- 
pensation from two weeks to one week would be a most serious and 
drastic change, and would impose an altogether excessive ‘burden on the 
employer. One effect of the provisions of the Bill as they stood would 
be to continue the present objectionable practice of bringing purely 
speculative actions. With reference to the compensation of minors, 
it was pointed out that whilst the principle of the amendment was 
deserving of sympathy, it was difficult to imagine a change more cal- 


—— ay 


Legal News. 
General. 


His Honour Judge Sir Horatio Lloyd, who has been seriously ill, js 
reported to be better, but will not be in a condition to discharge his 
duties at present. Mr. S. Moss, M.P., has arranged to preside at the 
Wrexham and Chester County Courts. 


A lecture on the principles of, and procedure under, the Trade Marks 
Act, 1905, will be delivered at the King’s College, Strand, W.C., by 
Proiessor John Cutler, M.A., K.C., on Thursday, the 3rd of May, 
1906, at 5 p.m. The chair Will be taken by the Right Hon. Lord Justice 
Cozens-Hardy. Admittance on production of visiting card. 

A counsel in the middle of his cross-examination was, says the 
Tatler, handed a telegram. ‘‘Halloa!’’ he said as he read it, ‘‘So-and- 
so has won the Metropolitan Stakes.’’ ‘‘Mr. A ” said the judge 
severely, ‘‘it is very unseemly that in the course of solemn judicial 
proceedings, where a man’s liberty and reputation are at stake, you 
should be talking of the winner of a horse race. Er—by the way, 
does the telegram say what was second and third?”’ 


The Bavarian courts have, says the Hxpress, had a complicated ques- 
tion of law to decide. A cat, chased by a dog, ran into a stable where 
a cow was being milked. The cat jumped on the back of the cow, 
which kicked the milkmaid off her stool. Whom should the maid 6ue 
for damages—the owner of the dog, the owner of the cat, or the owner 
of the cow? The courts have decided that they are all three equally 
responsible, and each will have to pay one-third of the damages. 

A Kentucky lawyer, says the American Case and Comment, noted 
for his eccentric ways and his closeness in money matters, sent for 
collection, to a brother lawyer m a neighbouring city, a note for a 
considerable amount, which had been given for a fee. This was, in 
due course, sued on and collected and the full amount remitted, no 
charge being made, because it was for a lawyer. The letter acknow- 
ledging the cheque added a quaint testimonial of appreciation of the 
services rendered in the P.S.: ‘Buy yourself a good box of cigars!” 

The Queensland Legislature, says the Daily Mail, recently passed 
an Act, which has since received the royal assent, which confers on 
women the right of practising as barristers, solicitors, or conveyancers 
in that Colony. As members of the Colonial Bar have the right to 
appear as advocates before the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Conucil on appeals, there is nothing, it would seem, to prevent a lady 
barrister appearing before that tribunal on any appeal from Queens- 
land. 

The following days have been fixed by Bucknill, J., for the summer 
assizes on the earlier portion of the South-Eastern Circuit :—Hunting- 
don, Tuesday, the 29th of May; Cambridge, Thursday, the 3lst of 
May (no civil business before Saturday, the 2nd of June); Ipswich, 
Monday, the 4th of June (civil business, Thursday, the 7th of June); 
Norwich,. Saturday, the 9th of June (civil business, Friday, the 15th 
of June); Chelmsford, Wednesday, the 20th of June (civil business, 
Saturday, the 23rd of June). 

Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane, on Wednesday, ia dealing with a large 
number of divorce suits, several times complained of the ‘‘thinness”’ 
of the cases presented to him. He desired to issue a public warning 
that in the case of a wife petitioning on the ground of cruelty and mis- 
conduct, only one act of cruelty would not do. A person might be 
guilty of one act of violence and be sorry for it afterwards. At least 
two charges of cruelty must be proved. If this were not done, it 
opened the doors of the court to people who wished to trump up cases. 
In charging the Grand Jury at the Birmingham Quarter Sessions, on 
the 23rd ult., the Recorder, Mr. S. Dugdale, K.C., said he had 
perused the Criminal Appeal Bill, and it seemed to him that it had 
been drawn without sufficient consideration of the matters to which 
it referred. He had no hesitation in saying that, if it was passed in 
its present form, it would be absolutely unworkable. He agreed that 
it would be advantageous in many ways that a Court of Criminal Appeal 
should be established. An appeal would be either on questions ol 
law or on questions of fact. With regard to questions of law, there 
was very little alteration now to be desired. ‘The new Court of Criminal 
Appeal should take over the duties of the Cowt for Crown Cases Re- 
served, and in addition to that he thought provision might be made 
for any one who was dissatisfied with a ruling.on a question of law 
during his trial to move the Court of Criminal a for leave to 
appeal on a question of law which did not come before them in the 
ordinary way. ‘The Court of Criminal Appeal should be able to give 
some final judgment on the matter, or, if they were not satisfied, they 
should send the case down for a new trial. Weth regard to appeal 
on questions of fact, which was a much more difficult matter, in his 
opinion the provisions of the Bill were very retrograde, Decisions 
on nratters of fact had always, in our administration, been in the hands 
of the juries, and it would be a terrible thing to transfer them to 
judges. And there ought not to be an unrestricted appeal on facts. 
If there was, everybody who was convicted would appeal, and the 
whole administration of justice would be brought to a deadlock—the 
whole machinery of criminal justice would break down. His expert 
ence led him to believe that very few innocent persons were convicted. 
Something like 10,000 prisoners had passed ongh his hands, and 








culated to promote litigation. 


he did not kngw of a single case of wrongful conviction. He thought 
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eal too much importance had been attached to Beck’s case— 
‘et panic had been ies up. People had come to think that be- 
cause there was one glaring case of an innocent man being convicted, 
innocent people were generally convicted. He thought the true solution 
would be that, if an appeal was desired on facts, application should 
be made to the Court of Appeal for leave, and if such leave could not 
be obtained, there should be an end of the matter. If the Court 
allowed the appeal after hearing both sides, then he should say there 
should be a new trial, so that the questions of fact would still be 
kept in the hands of juries and questions of law would be decided by 


the judge. 








To ExecuTORS.—VALUATIONS FOR Prosats.—Messrs. Watherston & Son, 
Jewellers, Goldsmiths, and Silversmiths to H.M. The King, 6, hi prone 
(leading from Regent-street to Burlington-gardens and Bond-street), 
London, W., Value, Purchase, or Arrange Collections of Plate or J ewels for 
Family Distribution, late of Pall Mall East, adjoining the National 
Gallery.—[Apvr. ] 

Frxep Incomes.—Houses and Residential Flats can now be Furnished 
on a new System of Deferred Payments especially adapted for those with 
fixed incomes who do not wish to disturb investments. Selection from the 

stock in the World. Everything legibly marked in plain S 
Maple & Co. (Limited), Tottenham Court-road, London, W.—[Apvr. 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gaz-tte.—Fnipay, April 20, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep 1s CHANCERY. 


Axco Tuxyet axp Minixe Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 20, to 


nd their names and addresses, andjthe particulars of their debts or claims, to Joseph 
send het dward Gillham, 3 and 4, Gt Winchester st, Burn & Berridge, Old Broad st, 


solors to the — : : : 

Cucp.zicH Gas Co, Lusitap—Creditors are required, on or before June 1, to send in their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred John 
Chapple, Market st, Newton Abbot __ ‘ 

Coxnor Limestone Co, Liwitsp—Creditors are required, on or N 
their names and ad , and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Joseph 
Forster, Percy ter, Alnwick. Dickson & Co, Alnwick, solors for liquidator 

Tur Fant: Mives, Limttep (IN Laquipation) Orie are required, on or before May 
$1, to send their names and addresses, the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
G G Walker, 19, St Swithin’s In > 

Farxca Execreic Licutinc Boarps, Limtrep (iN Liquipation)—Creditors are soguiont. 
on or before May 27, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims. to Wm H Pannell, 13, x 

InrganaTIONAL Bank OF Lonpon, Limitsp — itors are required, on or before Aug 1, 
to send their names and addresses, i of their debts or claims, to 
William Barclay Peat and Frederick Seymour Salaman, 11, Ironmonger In. Bircham & 
Co, Old Broad st, solors for liquidators pe 

Jom Stock Trust AND Frxance Corporation, Luntep—Petn for winding up, presented 
March 19, directed to stand over until May 1. Carter & Bell, Idol ln, solors tor ers. 
gee a ceeeaes must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the 
of April ¢ 


London Gazette.—Tvussvay, April 24, 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

Liurrep in CHANCERY. 

Carvers (Leicester) Limrrep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are ry on or before 
June 21, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of thei debts or claims, 
to F W Preston, 2, New st, Leicester 

Loxpox Minera Waters, Luarep—Creditors are required, on or before June 11, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or Dundas 
— 8, Union ct, Old Broad st, Wickes & Knight, Union ct, Old Broad st, solors for 

iquidator veal 

Peron, Liurrep — Creditors are required, on or before June 4, to send their names and 


addressee, and th iculars of their debts or claims,to Henry Malcolm Graham, 147 
Loadenhall st — abe er — Ry 


Suietps AND Gear anp SovrnampTow anp District Brut Postixe Co, Limirep (18 
Vo.untary Liquipatiow)—Creditors are required, on or before May 8, to send i 
names and resses, and the parti of their debts or claims, to William Henry 
Rowland, 8, High st, Southampton 

fourm Raxp Exproration Co, Limrrsp—Creditors are ired, on or before June 4, to 
send in their names and addresses, aud the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles 
Alfred Underwood, Threadneedle House, 28-31, Bishopsgate st Within 

St Parie’s Conservative Crus Co, Limrrep—Creditors are ent, on or before 
July 24, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of debts or claims, 
- bat Thomas Fell, 126, Coldharbour 1d, Redland, Bristol Bevan & Co, solors to 

r 

W Bucktey & Co, Limrep (1x Liguipation)—Creditors are required forthwith to send 

o4 comes and eldcemes, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to C E Dovey, 
, Queen st, Cardi 











Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or Reoistrars 1x ATTENDANCE ON 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 


Date. Emuencency AprgaL CouatT 
‘ OTA. No. 2. Kexewicu. Farwst. 
Monday i isiectéetl 30 Mr. Greswell Mr. Godfrey Mr. Carrington Mr. Theed 
Rocetay, Majo. Church R. Leach Beal W. Leach 
‘armer Godfrey Carrington Theed 
= - 5. Leach Beal W. Leach 
Sit Theed R. Leach Beal W. Leach 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Buoxiey, Joyo. Swinres Eapy. Warainetor. 
Mr. Jackson Mr, Church Mr. Beal 
Pemberton Greswell Carrington 
Jackson Church R. Leach 
Pemberton Greswell Godfrey 
Jackson Church Pemberton 
Pemberton Greswell Jackson 





EASTER SITTINGS, 1906. 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
Aprzat Court I. 


The Business to be taken in this Court will, 
from time to time, be announced in the 
Daily Cause List, 


Appgat Court II. 


The Business to be taken in this Court will, 
from time to time, be announced in the 
Daily Cause List. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Cuancery Court I. 
Mr. Justice KEKEWICH. 
Except when other Business is advertised in 
the Daily Cause List Mr. 
e 


Lorp Caancetioa’s Court. 
Ma. Justice FARWELL. 

Mr. Justice Farwe.u will be eogaged on the 
Royal Commission on War Stores during 
yo ager Sittings. Until further notice 

with W: to him 
Swinven Eapy or 
of the Chancery Division. 


Kixe’s Bexcu Court. 
Ma. Justice WARRINGTON. 
Except when other Business is advertised 
in the Daily Cause List Mr. Justice 
‘WannrinxorTon will take Actions with Wit- 
nesses daily throughout the Sittings. 


Cuanczry Covart II. 
Ms. Justice BUCKLEY. 


Friday ...... 27...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ...28 | Bat caus, pets, and non-wit 
Monday......30...Sitting in 

Companies Acts and non- 
Toss, May 1| i 
Thursday >. 3 $ Non-wit list 
Friday ...... 4...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ... ny | seumpeneeteagereasamatinas 


Monday...... °..e in oe | 

Acts non- 
net *| wl 

needa: ‘ 

Taare va none t 
Saturday ...12 } ey caus, pets, and non-wit 
Monday...... 14.,.8itting in romp | 
Tuesday .. 15 hn —pa Acts Non- 
eto 1 oi i 
Friday ......18 . Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ...19 f SBt caus, pets, and non-wit 


Cuancray Covar III. 
Ma. Justice JOYCE, 
Tues., April 24,,,.Mots and wit act 











Friday .....21...Mots and non-wit list 
Saturday ...28 | FBS cons Pets, and’ now 

7 2 | am-wit ist 

was. 4..Mots and non-wit list 
Baturday ... 6} Sht caus, pets, and non 


Monday ... 5A in chambers 







Tuesday ... 

Wednesday 16 | Non-wit list 
Thursday ...17 a 
.«....18...Mots and non-wit list 


. 22 
2 Non-wit list 


| 
25...Mots and non-wit list 
pets, and non-wit 





Tuesay, ...29 : 
Wednseday 30, Non-wit list 
Thureday ...31 . Mots and non-wit list 
Friday, June 1...Non-wit list 





N.B.—The following on further con- 
sideration required for the use of the 
judge, viz.:—Two copies of minutes of 


Cuancery Court IV. 
Mrz. Justice SWINFEN EADY. 
See A os. aitp end gen pa 
Thureday ”. 26 } General paper 


Thursday ... 
Friday ...... 11...Mots and gen pa 
Saturday 12 Li and Manchester 
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High Court of Justice.—King’s Bench Division. 
Easter Sittrncs, 1906. 
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COURT OF APPEAL. 
EASTER SITTINGS, 1906, 
The Appeals or other Business proposed to be taken will, from time to 
time, be announced in the Daily Cause List. 
FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Judgments Reserved. 


(In Appeal Court 11.) 
General List.) 
Cowper and anr vy Milburn apvl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice 


——ee 


Buckley (cav March 21,1905) (Heard before the Lord Chief Ustiog, 
Vaughan Williams, and Stirling, L.JJ) 

Tunnicliffe & Hampson 1d v West Leigh Oolliery Cold appl of pltff from 
order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady (c av March 9, 1906) (Heard before 
the Master of the Rolls, Romer, and Cozens-Hardy, L JJ) 

Corbett v The South Eastern and Chatham Ry Co’s Managing Committe 
appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Farwell (c a v April 3, 199g 
(Heard before the Master of the Rolls, Romer, and Cozens-Hardy, L.JJ) 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
To be mentioned. 


In re Gaskell and Walters’ Contract and In re the Vendor and Purchaser 
Act, 1874 appl of Vendor from order of Mr Justice Kekewich (April 
11 s o—from General List, by order) (Heard before The Master of the 
Rolls, Romer and Cozens-Hardy, L.JJ) 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), AND 
THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES COURTS. 

(General List.) 
1904, 


Hertfordshire County Council v The New River Co appl of pltffs from 
order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated July 16, 1904 (so not before 
May 1, 1906) Sept 30 

1905. 


In re Crossman, dec, and In re Crossman’s Settled Estates, and In re The 
Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 1900, and In re The Finance Acts, 1874 to 
1900 Crossman v Crossman appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Swinfen Eady, dated July 7,1905 July 25 

The District Messenger and Theatre Ticket Co ld v The Piccadilly Art 
Galleries Cold and anr appl of defts The Piccadilly Art Galleries from 
order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated July 13, 1905 (produce order) - July 
27 Same vSame appl of V Benoist from order of Mr Justice Buckley, 
dated July 13, 1905 (produce order) July 27 

Birmingham Corpn v Birmingham Canal Navigators appl of pltffs from 
order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated July 25,1905 Aug 3 

Attorney-Gen and apr v Dorchester Corpn appl of defts from order of 
Mr Justice Kekewich, dated July 29, 1905 Aug 10 

In the Matter of S Hooper, dec Hooper and ors vy Hooper and anr appl 
of deft from order ot Mr Justice Farwell, dated June 5, 1905 Aug Il 

In re Cobham’s Settlement, 1876 Cobham v Burgess appl of deft from 
order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Aug 10, 1905 Aug 12 

Caroline v Bates appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated July 
26,1905 Aug17 

In re James Leppard, dec Secker v Davies and ors appl of infant defts 
and J Leppard from order of Mr Justive Kekewich, dated June 23, 1905 
Aug 17 

ay Davis, dec Phipps Jacksonv Davis appl of deft S M Davis 
from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated March 16, 1905 Aug 18 

In the Matter of the Cos’ Acts, 1862 to 1900, and in the Matter of Thomas 
Sowler and Sonsld appl of P G Andrews from order of Mr Justice 
Werrington, dated Aug 8, 1905 (produce order) (s o for appointment of 
legal personal representative) Aug 21 

The Victoria Daylesford Syndicate ld and anr v Dott appl of deft from 
order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated Aug 8,1905 Aug 28 

The Greenwich Inlaid Linoleum (Frederick Walton’s New Patents) Co 
ld v Farquhar and ors appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Farwell, 
dated July 10, 1905 (original motion ‘‘ Maudslay v Maudslay’’ to come 
on with this, by order) Oct 4 

In re Monday, dec Hodgson v Watts appl of pltff from order of Mr 
Justice Kekewich, dated Aug 2, 1905 Oct 12 

Wyllie v Ellis and ors appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Buckley, 
dated July 14,1905 Oct 13 

In re Garnett’s Settlement In re Joseph Richardson, dec Richardson v 
Greenep and ors appl of deft Cutajar from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated June 28, 1905 Oct 21 

In the Matter of the Estate of James Clark Clinton, dec Clinton v Clinton 
appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated June 7, 1905 (security 
ordered Dec 1, 1905) Oct 24 

Sourdis and anr v Raphael and ors appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Buckley, dated Aug 9, 1903 Nov7 

In re H Castle & Sonsld Mitchell v Castle and ors appl of J B Garnham 
(one of the defts) from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated July 27, 
1905, and cross notice of appl by The Merchant Banking Co 1d, dated 
Nov 13, 1905 Nov 11 

Lewis v Cory appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated 
Oct 27, 1905 ov 13 

Miers v Price appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Nov 3, 
1905 Nov 16 

In reC H Cozens, dec Cozens v Larkworthy pl of deft from order 
of Mr Justice Warrington, dated Aug 9, 1905 % o not before June 1, 
te Nov 20 
Bulteel and ors v Lawdeshayne and ors appl of defts from order of Mr 
Justice Farwell, dated Aug 10, 1905 (security ordered) Nov 25 

In re James Harrison, dec Harrison v White appl of deft from order of 
Mr Justice Joyce, dated October 31, 1905 Nov 29 

In the Matter of Maxwell’s Letters Patent, No. 28,632 of 1903 and In the 
Matter of the Patents, Designs and Trade Marks Acts, 1883-8 ‘The 
Metallic Seamless Tube Uo ld vy Simplex Steel Conduit Co ld appl of 
the Simplex Steel Conduit Co ld from order of Mr Justice Buckley, 





dated Nov 22, 1905 Nov 30 
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ao 
Molloy v The Mutual Reserve Life Insurance Co and aur appl of defts |S 
from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated Nov 14,1905 Dec5d 


traker Steam Vehicle Co ld v Lehwess appl of deft from order of Mr 
Justice Swinfen Eady, dated Nov 30, 1905 March 8 


In re Adams, dec Adams v Down and ors appl of deft C A R Adams | Thellusson v Valentia appl of pitff from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated 


from order of Mr Justice Buckley, dated Oct 26, 1905, and notice of pltft 
dated Dec 2, to vary order, and notice of defts other than OA R Adams, 
dated Dec 2, to vary order (from Interlocutory List by order) Dec 5 

In re a Contract between TER Phili 
Phillips appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated Nov 24, 


Feb 22, 1906 March 12 


Matthews v Wilmer appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Swinfen 


Eady, dated Dec 13, 1905 March 13 


and GA Brade and ors Jelfs v | Badische Anilin und Soda Fabrik v Isler cng! of pitfis from order of Mr 


Justice Buckley, dated Feb 24, 1906 


The Gramophone and Typewriter ld v Ullmann appl of deft from order 


1905 Dec 5 
Duncan (Widow) v Dixon appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Warring- of Mr Justice Farwell, March 5, 1906 (produce order) March 15 
5 In re John Blackwell, dec Wilson Elliott v Charles appl of deft from 


ton, dated Aug 11,1905 Decl 

In the Matter of an Arbtn between The Holly Bank Trust Co ld and 
Augustus Leveson Vernon and In the Matter of The Arbitration Act, | I 
1889 appl of The Holly Bank Trust Co from order of Mr Justice Far- 


well, dated Oct 31,1905 Dee 20 


order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Feb 26, 1906 March 15 

n re Andrews’ Patent, No. 1,661 of 1901 and In re Patents, Designs and 
Trade Marks Acts, 1883 to 1902 appl of respts, The Flour Oxidising 
Co. from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated March 16, 1906 (produce 
order) March 17 


Attorney-Gen v Pontypridd Urban District Council appl of defts from 
In re Evans’ Settlement Edmonson v Hadfield app! of pltff from orderof 


order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated Aug 11, 1905 (produce order) Dec 20 
Higham and ors v Higham (since dec) and ors appl of deft F Higham 
from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated Nov 11, 1905 Dec 20 


1906 North-Eastern Marine Engineering 


Macmillan and ors v Dent & Co appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 


In re Gorringe, dec Gorringe 


Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Feb1, 1906 March 27 
and anr v Gorringe and ors appl of defts 


from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Jan 16, 1906 March eo : 


ing Co ld v The Leeds F 
of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Joyce, datad Dec 19, 1 March 
ing & Cold v King appl s defts from order of Mr Justice Buckiey, 


Kekewich, dated Dec 5, 1905 Jan 1 RC 
dated March 16, 1906 M 


In re Earl of Stamford and Warrington Hall and ors v Lambert and ors 
appl of defts from order of Mr Justice Warrington, dated Nov 18, 1905 
Jan 4 

Mayor, Aldermen, and Citizens of the City of Manchester v New Moss 
Colliery 1d appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated Dec 12, 
1905 Jan5d 

In re Samuel Gist, dec Gist v Timbrell appl of deft from order of Mr 
Justice Swinfen Kady, dated Nov 8, 1905 Jan 8 

Inre GE Bishop, dec Turner v Iles and ors 
of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Nov 21,1905 Jan 19 

In re George Pardoe, dec McLaughlin v Penny and anr appl of deft 
A. Penny from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Dec 9, 1905 Jan 20 

Fear vy Morgan appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated 
Oct 26,1905 Jan 22 ; 

Rowden v Parker appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 
dated Dec 15, 1905 Jan 25 


In re Schneider, dec Schneider and ors v Schneider and ors appl of pltffs 


from order of Mr Justice Warrington dated Jan 12, 1906 April 6 
FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1906 


appl of defts from order | In re The Cos’ Acts, 1862 to 1900 and In re City of London Bond and 


Debenture Corpn ld appl of G C Ross from order of Mr Justice 
Warrington, dated Feb 14, 1906 (produce order) March 5 
FROM THE PROBATE AND DIVORCE DIVISION. 
(New Trial Paper.) 
1906. 


In re Beckett, dec Bethell v Grimthorpe and ors appl of defts from order | Pakeman v Wilson (Probate) appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl 


of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Nov 21, 1905 Jan 26 

J Lucas, 1d v The Fabry Automobile Cold appl of pltffs from order of 
Mr Justice Warrington, dated Nov 16, 1905 Feb 2 RE 

In the Matter of Letters Patent, No 18,651 of 1899, granted to William 
Poulton and In the Matter of the Patents, Designs and Trade Marks 
Acts, 1885 to 1888 appl of respt W Poulton from order of Mr Justice 
Buckley, dated Jan 26, 1906 (produce order) Feb 5 

Attorney-Gen v North Eastern Ry Co appl of pltff from order of Mr 
Justice Joyce, dated Dec 6, 1905 (produce order) Feb 6 

In re T C Baring, dec Baring and anr v Goldie and ors appl of pltffs 
from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Jan 29,1906 Feb7 : 

Sewell v Wright appl of pitff from order of Mr Justice Warrington, 
dated Jan 26, 1906 Feb1 

Thompson v Mayor, &c, of Hammersmith 
Mr Justice Buckley, dated Dec 19, 1905 Feb 8 

In re Roberts, dec Roberts v Roberts appl of deft from order of Mr 
Justice Joyce, dated Dec 4, 1905 Feb 12 

Catterson v Clark and ors appl of defts from orflér of Mr Justice Keke- 
wich, dated Dec 19, 1905 Feb 15 

In re Kelsey, dec Woolley v Kelsey Kelsey v Kelsey appl of deft from 
order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated Aug 2,1905 Feb i6 

In re J F Boswell, dec Merritt v Boswell appl of M S Emerson from 
order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Jan 30, 1906 Feb 16 

In re F N Jones, dec Huntley v Jones and ors appl of deft Helen Jones 
from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Nov 7,1905 Feb 17 

In re Moss’ Empires 1d and The Mayor, &c., of West Ham and In re The 
V and P Act, 1874 appl of Moss’ Empires ld from order of Mr Justice 
Kekewich, dated Jan 24,1906 Feb 20 

Combination Hubs ld v Seabrook Bros appl of defts from order of Mr 
Justice Joyce, dated Jan 29,1906 Feb 21 

In re W Temple Bourne, dec Bourne and orsv Bourne appl of Exors of 
: he ec from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated Nov 16, 1905 

e 

In re Mary Gibbs, dec Clegg v Barlow appl of Deft Hy Yates from 
order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Jan 25,1906 Feb 22 

Hudson, Scott, & Sons, ld and anr v Barrington, Wallis, & Manners, 1d 
Py = pltffs from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, dated Nov 28, 1905 

e 

The British United Shoe Machinery Co, ld v Hugh Claughton, 1d appl of 
pltffs from order of Mr Justice Farwell, dated Jan 29, 1906 (produce 
order) Feb 24 

In re Boothroyd, dec Salaman v Boothroyd appl of Pitff from order of 
Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated Feb 7, 1906 Feb 28 

In re Miller, Peel, Hughes, Rutherford, & Co, solrs, and In re taxation of 
costs appl of Electric Tramways Construction and Maintenance Co ld 
from order of Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, dated Feb 1, 1906 Feb 28 

In re Davis and Adams’ Contract and In re The Vendor and Purchaser 
Act, 1874 appl of vendor from order of Mr Justice Joyce, dated Dec 
14,1905 March 3 

Harding v King appl of deft W J Harding King. from order of Mr 
Justice Buckley, dated Aug 5, 1905 March 5 

Whitehouse v Hugh appl of pitff from order of Mr Justice Kekewich, 


appl of defts from order of 


from verdict and judgt, dated March 9, 1906, at trial before The Presi- 
dent and a common jury, London March 20 


FROM THE COUNTY PALATINE COURT OF LANCASTER. 
(General List.) 
1905. 
Fisher v Dixon app! of pltff from order of The Deputy Vice-Chancellor of 
the County Palatine of Lancaster, dated Jaly 21, 1 Oct 31 
1906. 

In the Matter of the Co’s Acts, 1862 to 1900 and In the Matter of the 
Chancery of Lancaster Acts, 1850 to 1900 and in the Matter of the 
Accrington Gazette Co ld appl cf the Official Receiver from order of 
The Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster, dated March 
13, 1906 March 27 

In the Matter of RE Fieldhouse, a Solr, &c appl of R E Fieldhouse 
from order of The Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster, 
dated Feb 26, 1906 March 30 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(In Bankruptcy.) 
APPLICATION. 


In re L F de Wilde (expte The Debtor), No1 of 1906 an application for 
extension of time within which to appeal and to dispense with security 
for costs (by order) 

APPEALS. 


In re A Debtor (expte The Debtor and a Creditor), No 20 of 1906 froma 
Receiving Order and an Order refusing to rescind the same made by Mr 
Registrar Linklater, dated 22nd Feb, and the 7th March, 1906, 
respectively. 

In re A Judgment Debtor (expte The Judgment Creditors), No 348 of 1906 
(Bankruptcy Notice) from an Order of Mr Registrar Linklater, dated 
8th March, 1906, setting aside the Bankruptcy Notice 

In re A Judgment Debtor (expte The Judgment Creditors), No 349 of 1906 
(Bankruptcy Notice) from an Order of Mr Registrar Linklater, dated 
8th March, 1996, setting aside the Bankruptcy Notice 

In re A Debtor (expte The Debtor), No 250 of 1906 from a Receiving 
Order made by Mr Registrar Linklater, dated 5th April, 1906 

In reG A Lodge (expte C Wells) from an order made by a Divisional 

Court (sitting in Bankruptcy), dated 4th April, 1906 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Judgment Reserved. 
(In Appeal Court I.) 
(Final List.) 


Wilson and ors v Grant and ors appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice 
uiiar. wien a jury, Middlesex (c a v Dec 5, 1905) Heard before 
e 


ter of the Rolls, Romer and Mathew, L.JJ) 





dated Nov 24,1905 March 6 


(Te be continued.) 
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HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Easter Srrrines, 1906. 
Notices Retatinc To THE CHANcery Cavse List. 


Motions, Petitions, and Short Causes will be taken on the days stated in 
the Easter Sittings Paper. 

Mr. Justice Kexewicu.—Except when other business is advertised in 
the Daily Cause List, Mr. Justice Kekewich will sit for the disposal of his 

lordsbip’s Witness list daily throughout the Sittings to the exclusion of 
other business. 

Mr. Justice Farwe.t will be engaged on the Royal Commission on War 
Stores during the present Sittings. Until further notice Actions with 
with Witnesses assigned to him will be taken for him by Mr. Justice 
Swinfen Eady or another of the Judges of the Chancery Division. 

Mr. Justice Buckiry will take his business as announced in the Easter 
Sittings Paper. 

Mr. Justice Joyce will take his business as announced in the Easter 
Sittings Les soa 

Mr. Justice Swivrzn Eapy will take his business as announced in the 
Easter Sittings Paper. 

Liverpool and Manchester Business.—Mr. Justice Swrvren Eany will take 
Liverpool and Manchester Business as follows: Summonses in Chambers, 
Motions,'Short Causes, Petitions,’and Adjourned Summonses on Saturdays, 

the 28th April, the 12th and 28th May. 

Mr. Justice Warrincton.—Except when other business is advertised in 
the Daily Cause List, Mr. Justice Warrington will sit for the disposal of 
his lordship’s Witness List daily throughout the sittings. 

Summonses before the Judge in Cheuibens.— Ste Justice Bucktey, 
Mr. Justice Joycr, and Mr. Justice Swixren Eany will sit in court every 


Monday during the sittings to hear Chamber Summonses. 
Summonses Adjourned into Court and Non-Witness Actions will be 
heard by Mr. Justice Bucxter, Mr. Justice Joycz, and Mr. Justice 


Swinren Eapy. 


Speciat Notice with Rererence TO THE CaanceRry Witness Lists. 
the Easter Sittings the judges will sit for the disposal of 


Witness Actions as follows: 


Mr. Justice Kexewicu will take his Witness List as announced above. 

Mr. Justice Bucxuey will take the Retained Witness Action on a day 
to be announced in the Daily Cause List. 

Mr. Justice Joyce will take the Retained Witness Actions as announced 


in the Daily Cause List. 


Mr. Justice WarnincTon will take his Witness List as announced above. 
Chancery. Causes for Trial or Hearing. 
(Set down to 12th April, 1906.) 


Before Mr. Justice Kexewicr. 


Retained by Non-Witness Business | 


Adjourned Summonses. 


In re Neal, dec Harding v White | 


adjd sumns 
In re BJ F Salvin, dec Worsley v 
adjd sumns 


3, 1899 Law Guarantee and | 


Trust Soc ld v The Mitcham and 


Cheam Brewery Co ld adjd | 
| Benholm v Pocock act 
| Clay v Allcock act 


sumns 
In re Tillar, dec Tillar v Paull 
adjd sumns 


In re Dunham Massey Estates and | 


In re Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 
1890 adjd sumns 
In re Conron 
adjd sumns 
In re Leighton, dec Bainbridge v 
Leighton adjd sumns 


Further Consideration. 
In re Moore, dec Fox v Moore 
fur con and two sumns to vary 


Motions. 
The Adhesive Dry Mounting Co ld 
v The Adherent Film Co 
Godden v Hythe Burial Board 
Gluck v oem | 


Th v Davies & Meredith 


Wertheimer v Stewart, Cooper, & | 
Co | Rumsey v May 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 

In re Lake’s Settlement Lake v de 
Michell act 

Walter vy Webb act and counter- 
¢ 

In Dent oe 8 Estates and 

elopment v Morgan act 

(not before May 1) 


Conron v Conron | 


Marshall 
In re Trusts of Indenture of March | 


| Day v Hoare & Co ld act and 

counterclaim 

| In re Alexander Baily, dec Baily 

v Butcher act 

| InreS A Knowles, dec Dickson v 
Knowles trial of issue 

Green v Green act 

In re Hodgson Pattinson v Foster 
act and m f j 

Wilson v Seaton Burn Coal Cold act 

Clark v Blaiberg act 


Pike v Drewitt act 

Parker v Parker act 

Newman v Darrell act 

Milner’s Safe Co 1d v Great Northern 
and City Railway Co act and 
counterclaim 

Thomas-Stanford v Boyton act 

Gawthorp v Mason act 

The Acetylene Corpn of Great 
Britain ld v The Metropolitan 
Furnishing Co act 

In re Sellar Sellar v Pugh Pugh 
v O'Shaughnessy act 


| London and North Western Ry Co 


v Bird act (not before May 14) 

L Quambusch and sne nachf v Israel 
& Oppenheimer act and counter- 
claim 

Fenley v Fortescue act 

Smith v Thomson act 


| Breaks v Breaks act and counter- 


claim 
Glover v Baker act 


act 
Frangopulo v Frangopulo act 
Jones v Robinson act 
Curlier v Pilet act 
Oberrh¢inische Metallwerke, G m b 
Hv Cocks act 





Before Mr. Justice Farwett. 
Causes for Trial (with Witnesses), 
Leslie v Leslie act (s 0) 


—— 


Torrens and Sherwood Hotels ld v 
Walker act (not before April 30) 

In re Ballinger, dec Tomkins v 
Ballinger act 

Marmor ld v Heriot act 

De Witt v Jerrard act 

Williamson v Dunbar act and 
counterclaim (not before May 24) 

Howard v South-West Suburban 
Water Co act 

The Dartford Brewery Co ld v Till 
& Godfrey act 

Assets and Securities Co ld v Chap- 


man act 

Saccharin Corpn ld v Fentiman & 
Picup act 

Raine v Tees Valley Water Board 


ac 

Lewis v Sandow ld and Eugene 
Sandcw act and counterclaim 

Jenkins v Daniel act 

Powell v Newman 

Bowditch v Stanley act 

Blaiberg v Keeves act 

The Consolidated Pneumatic Tool 
Cold vOlark act 

The Consolidated Pneumatic Tool 
Co ld v Sir W Armstrong, Whit- 
worth & Co act 

The Consolidated Pneumatic Tool 
Co 1d v The Ingersoll Sergeant 
Drill Co act 

Button v Batton act 

In re Middleton, dec Young v 
Middleton act 

Mills vy Orpwood act 

Kimball v Story act 





Before Mr. Justice Buckury. 
Retained by Order. 
Cause for Trial. 
(With witnesses.) 
In re C Ansell, dec Ansell v 
Tallerman and ors act pt hd 
(s o liberty to apply to restore) 


Causes for Trial Without Wit- 
nesses, Adjourned Summonses 
and Special Cases. 

The Bombay, Baroda and Central 
India Ry v The Secretary of State 
for India in Council act (s0 to 
fix a day) 

In re A Thomas, dec Jones v 
Lewis adjd sumns 

In re Wright, dec Whitworth v 
Wright adjd sumns 

In re Daniel Meek Winwood v 
Mortod adjd sumns 

In re Banks’ Estate Banks v Banks 

adjd sumng 

In re Church’s Estate Church v 

Church of England Incorporated 

Soc for Waifs and Strays adjd 

sumus 

In re Macleod’s Settlement Mac- 

leod v Macleod mfj 

In re Cockcroft Cockcroft v Cock- 

croft adjd sumns 

Jn re John Walthew, dec and In re 

The Trustee Act, 1893 adjd 

sumns 

In re Whitehorne, dec Whitehorne 

v Best adjd sumns 


Companies (Winding-up) and 
*Guenoty Division. 
Companies (Winding-up). 
Petitions. 

McMurray’s Royal Paper Mills ld 

(petn of Walter Guthrie and Co— 

s o from Jan 23 to April 25) 

St Neots Water Co (petn of C E 

Baker and anr—s o from Feb 20 

to April 25) 

St Helens Smelting Co ld (petn of 
E A Magnifico—s o from March 

13 to May 1) 

E Underwood & Son, ld (petn of G 
Allden — 8.0. from April 3 to 
April 25) 

A tural Co of Mauritius, ld 
(petn of Oredit Foncier of Man- 








——= 
ritius, ld—s.o. from April 3 tp 
April 25) 

Joint Stock Trust & Finance 
ld (petn of E. R. A. Bennett—go, 
from April 3 to May 1) 

Thomas Salt & Co, 1d (petn of OF 
Watson—s.o. from April 10 % 
June 19) : 

Land Options & Estates, 1d (peta of 
Albert Turner & Son—s.0. frop 
April 10 to April 25) 

Anglo-Mexican Colonization ang 

| Trading Co, ld (petn of A. B 
Horton & ors—s.o. from April 19 
to May 1) 

Roger Brinton & Co, ld (petn of 
Edelstein, Moser, & Co—s.o, from 
April 10 to April 25) 

New Century Trust, ld (petn of 
Paringa Mines, ld—s.o. from 
April 11 to April 25) 

Afeica Trust, ld (petn of H Samuel) 

Powley Thomas & Co, Id (petn of 
Ebbw Vale Steel, Iron, & Coal 


Co, 1d) 

Ebenezer Gold Mining Co 1d (petn 
of Sutton Ommanney and Ren- 
dall) 

Alfced Melson & Co ld (petn of 
Bradford Dyers Assoc 1d) 

Kelletts 1d (petn of Saxon Portland 
Cement Co 1d) 

Heene Syndicate ld (petn of J. G, 
Denton) 

Godwin & Son ld (petn of Atkin 


Bros) 

Keeble Brothers 1d (petn of J. Innes 
and ors) 

Godwin & Son ld (petn of Walter 
and George Myers 1d) 


Chancery Division. 
Petition (for Reduction of Capital) 
under Companies Acts, 1867 and 
1877 


Wood Green and Hornsey Steam 
Laundry ld and reduced 
Werner Fréres ld and reduced 


Petition under Companies (Memor- 
andum of Association) Act, 1890 
Uxbridge and District Electric 

Supply Co ld 
London and South-Western Bank ld 


Companies (Winding up) and 
Motions. 

Hey Spinning Co ld (for injunction 
restraining sale—s o from March 
13 to first Companies (Winding 
up) day in Trinity term) ; 

Mayfair Printing and Publishing 
Co ld (for leave to issue writ of 
attachment—ordered to stand 
over generally on April 3, 1906) 


Court Summonses. 
Commerce ld, Manchester District 
Registry—retained by Mr Justice 
Warrington—for misfeasance— 
with Witnesses—s o from July 
18, 1905) 
Syria Ottoman Railway Co ld (as to 
roofs of debt of W Parker on 
as 11, 1906—ordered to 8 0 to 
be tried with certain actions 
before Mr Justice Farwell) — 
Nelson & Uo 1d (as to claims— 
ordered to s o generally on March 
28, 1906) . 
Joint Stock Trust and Finance 
Corpn ld (for discovery 4 
inspection—s o from April 3 to 
May 1) 





Before Mr Justice Joyce. 
Retained by Order. 
Staffordshire and Worcestershire 

Canal Proprietors v Palmer act 
In re Coventry Coventry ¥ 
Coventry act 
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Van der Pant v London United 
Tramways (1901) 1d act 
Ponton v Seymour act and counter- 
claim 


Causes for Trial Without Witnesses 
and Adjourned Summonses. 

Inze T Ponsford’s Trusts and In re 
Trustee Act, 1893 adjd sumns 

In re Feast Nethercoat v Feast 
adjd sumns 

In re James, dec 
Kenrick adjd sumns 

In re Stiles, dec Wilman v Stiles 
adjd sumns 

Abraham v Pearse adjd sumns 

In re Walton's Settlement Trusts 
and In re Vonveyancing and Law 
of Property Act, 1881 adjd 


sumns 

In re G W Marshall, dec Marshall 
y Marshall adjd sumns 

Mac Rae v Birkett adjd sumns 

In re Lewis, dec Bridger v Dalton 
adjd sumns 

In re Glassington Glassington v 
Follett adjd sumns 


Edwards v 


Inre Hobbs Hobbs v Hobbs adjd | 


sumns 

InreHicken,dec Wilkins v Garner 
adjd sumns 

In re Staley, dec M’Cardle v 
Tooth adjd sumns 

In re Phillips Henderson v Phillips 
adjd sumns 

Inre Thompson, dec Thompson v 
Thompson adjd sumns 

Inre Trowell, dec Waller v Morten 


adjd sumns 

In reStacye,dec Allison v Howard 
adjd sumns 

In re Segelcke, dec Ziegler v 
Nicol & Wedderburn  adjd 
sumns 


In re Birks, dec Stallam v Collier 
adjd sumus with witnesses 
In re Johnson, dec Hobson v 
Edwards adjd sumns 
In re Mackinnon Grant v Bewick 
adjd sumns 
In re Rostron 
adjd sumns 
In re Noble Jones, dec Huntley v 
Jones adjd sumns 
General Petroleum Co v Burnip & 
Macdougall adjd sumns 
In re Briggs, dec Crook v Briggs 
adjd sumns 
In re Francis Smith, dec 
Gilpin adjd sumns 
In re Bell’s Estate Bell v Bell 
adjd sumns 
In re Micklewright’s Trust In re 
Rowland’s Estate Williams v 
Dean adjd sumns 
In re Rayner Groves v Rayner 
adjd sumns 
In re Bonoproof ld Ferguson v The 
Company adjd sumns 
In re The Albion (Burton-on-Trent) 
Brewery Graham v-The Company 
adjd sumns 
In re The Debenture Guarantee and 
Assce Co The Mortgage! Insce 
Corpn v Wilson adjd sumns 
In re Wedgwood’s Settlement In 
re Francis Wedgwood, dec 
Wedgwood v Wedgwood adjd 
sumns 
Part v Bond adjd sumns 
Nixon v Pilbrow adjd sumns 
Pugh v Pilbrow adjd sumns 
In re Walter Thornton, dec Owen 
vThornton adjd sumns In re 
Harriet Spike, dec Bolton v 
Sabberton adjd sumns 
Stileman v Peel mf j 


Rostron v Rostron 


Rice v 


Further Considerations. 
In re Whirling 1d Bostock v 
Whirling fur con 
In re Barker Barker vy Barker fur 
con 














Before Mr. Justice Swryvzen Eapy, 
Further Considerations. 
—_ v cg fur con and adjd 


y ‘eo co Hantay, dec Saunders v 
Goble fur con 

In re Thomas Good, dec Haring- 
ton v Harington fur con 

Faulkner v Nairn fur con 

The Hastings and St Leonard’s on 
Sea Alexandra Hotel Cold How 
v The Company fur con 


Causes for Trial Without Witnesses 
and Adjourned Summonses. 
In re Empress Club 1d Bowker v 
Empress Club ld adjd sumns 
Inre Same Same v Same adjd 
sumns 

In re Opie Smith,dec Yorkshire 
Fire and Life Insce Co v Hard- 
wick adjd — 

In re Abecasis, dec De Pass v 
Gray adjd sumns 

In reS J E Reed, dec Gobbett v 
Reed adjd sumns 

In re Arthur Pearson Pearson v 
Pearson adjd sumns 

In re Martin Wilkes v_ Le 
Marchand adjd sumns 

In re G Sibley "Sibley v Painter 
adjd sumns 

In re Llanover Herbert v Ram 
adjd sumns 

In re James Williams,dec Williams 
v Williams adjd sumns 

~ = Same Same v Same adjd 


». re re T BH Blundell, dec Blun- 
dell v Blundell adjd sumns 

Straker v Lehwess adjd sumns 

The Straker Steam Vehicle Co ld 
v Lehwess ‘~~ sumns 

In re Morgan Morgan v Powell 
adjd sumns 

In re Booth, dec Boothv Robin- 
son anjd sumns 

In re Fenton’s Trust Fenton v 
Fenton adjd sumns 

Funnel] vy Pugh mfj 

In re W W Williams Williams v 
Williams adjd sumns 

In re Davin Thomas, dec Evans v 
Williams adjd sumns 

In re Woolley, dec Durant v 
Woolley adjd sumns 

In re Miles Dorbon v Miles adjd 
sumns 
Before Mr. Justice WARRINGTON. 

i Order. 
Adjourned Summonses, 

In re John Gully, dec Gully v 
Gully adjd summonses (s.0. till 
April 26) 

In re Edward Smith, dec Lough- 
ran v Smith adjd ' sumns 

Motions. 

Sandons ld v —_ 

Sage & Payne v Lofts 

Moore v Pillar 

Mazawattee Tea Co ld v McLean 


Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 
Iw re Letters Patent, No 14,006 of 
1903, granted to J N Alsop, and 

The ’ Patents, &c Acts petn for 
revocation (s. o until after Comp- 
troller’s decision) 

Shepheard and ors v Bray and ors 
act and m f j (s o May 14) 

Coates v Meadows and ors act 

Attwood v L W Carden & Cold act 

In re Bayer’s Registered Design, 
No 454,848 and In re The Patents, 
Designs, and Trade Marks Acts, 
1883 to 1902 petn for rectifica- 
tion (s o May 23) 

Seymour v Smith act 

Broun v Kirby act 

Jenkins v H T & H Holloway 
(trading as ow» Bros) act 

Hodgson v Thomas 

Barr v Waters act 





The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week. 


April 3). — Messrs. Tos. — & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Block of Freehold Pospeste, 
61, 63, and 63a, Bri italfields, E., and ane Princelet-street, with 


Brick-lane of about Saft. & Pri t-street about; Sift.; producing £400 
annum. itors, —— Son, & T .—A semi 
Villa, Lyndhurst, s , Hanwell, W., close to stations and 
electric trams; value £36 per annum. Solicitor, W. H. an 
hold Property, 224, 226, and 228, Vau bridge. on con 


May 2.—Messrs. Epwin Fox & Boveri, at the Mart, at 2: —Islington : 
Investment, mening Eee ae SS op, being No. 233, Uppe let on lease 
for a term of a idsummer, Pigo7, at £200 per annum, but 'sub-let at the 
increased rent ss. wr Messrs. —, Proffi eS Soot, London ; 
oot Seane, Sys, ie aion, Tyrer, & Simpson, Liverpool. - Freeh: 

Tetate® Lalingtee of the Bn Estate of the late John dlobb, Esq., on the Cloth workers! 

ved Leasehold Ground-rents of £1,165 3s. per annum. 

(See advertis2ments, this Spe p. iii.) 


Solicitors, Mecars. pe. London. 

May 2.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrie.p, at the Mart, at , Freehold 
Town Residence ; Hendon, Four net and Blackamith's ; Kentish 
Town, 17, Heeley-street ; Balham, 97 and 99, F ark-road, 18, 
20, 22’ and 24, Methley-street ; Wandsworth Common, Freehold nee: Wands- 
worth Comm on, Freehold Residence ; Enfield, Freehold, semi-detached ; West K 
ton, 46, 48, aan! 50, Charleville-road, 

May 3.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrievp, at the Mart, at 2:— 

REVERSIONS : 
To One-twenty-fourth of a Trust Fund, value £20,000; lady aged 79. Solicitors, 
Messrs, Hooper & Wollen, Torquay. 


a Trust Fund, value £9,600; lady aged 87. Solicitors, Messrs. Lawrence, 
” Graham, & Co., London. 
To a Trust Fund, value £850; gentleman aged 58. Solicitors, Messrs. E. F. & H. 
Landon, London. 
To One-sixth of One-tenth of of a Trust Fund, value £120,000; two persons aged 38 
and 58. Solicitors, Messrs. Karuth, Browne, & Ottaway, London. 


To One-sixth of a sum of £3,000; lady aged 75. 
To One-half of a Trust Fund, value £20,000; gentleman aged 48. Solicitors, 
Messrs. . Fraser & Christian, London. : 


To One-half of a Trust Fund value £17,000; lady aged 71. 
Hastie, London. 

To One-third of Trust Aen value £8,400; two ladies aged 60 and 59. Solicitora, 
Messrs. Mitchell & Macartney, London. 


Solicitors, Messrs. 


ome for £2,000, £1,000, £1,000. ae Solicitors, Messrs. Kenyon & Co , and 
esars. Stephens & Sons, 


8H ae. Premier Tati Monarch wie eiiien. W. G. Phillips & Sons, Pipadene 
Racecourse Company. Solicitors, Messrs, Morley, Shirreff & Co., London. 

REVERSIONARY RENT-CHARGES, 1 to £2,750 per annum ; life ‘ms; ; 
lady aged 69, and a gentleman aged 53. 

(See advertisements, this week, back page.) 


May 4.—Messrs. Hznnina, Sox, & Daw, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground-rents 
‘Sidmouth 


" mounting to £119 53. annum, secured upon Arms, Nos. 251 to 289 
(odd), Commercial , and Nos. 92 to 100 (even), Bird-in-Bush-road, with reversion. 
Solicitors, Messrs. Devonshire, Monkland, & Co., London, (See advertisement, this 


week, p. iv.) 

4.—Messrs. Exxis & Sox, t> let by auction, om a building lease for 80 years, at the 
ee t 2: —City of London : Vattable Building Site of about 3,600 square feet in 

Copthall-avenue, and London Wall. 


ween 
Po'icitor, K. tng * onag Sees Houn’ (between wo: any and 
St. Mary-axe): Old- a ne 7 Premises, occu! ground 
area of about 1,159 square feet, with Solicitors, Messrs, ke, Son, & 


P ton, London.~ Islington ( (Gate eo Oheeend) : Small Investment. 
Solicitors, Messrs. W' & Sons, London. (See advertisements, this week, p. 432.) 











Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Faivay, April 13. 


Arp, Josers, Great Bridge, Staffs, Tube Manufacturer June 15 Hargrove & Co, 
Victoria st 

ArxoLp, WILLIAM Goopwix, St Peter’s, nr Broadstairs,Grocer May 14 Hills & Shea, 
Margate 

Bare, Sasina, Morecambe May 10 Fawcett & Unsworth, Morecambe 

Barron, Mary Jaye, Lytchett Matravers, or Poole May 12 Bridges & Co, Red Lion sq 
Becxert, Joux, Kidsgrove, Staffs, Builder May 15 Hollinshead, Tunstall 

Bosrowpa.e, Joay, Saint Bees, Cumberland, Yeoman June 3 Tallen'-Bateman & 
Thwaites, Manchester 

Barms, WitL1am, Levenshulme, nr Manchester May 26 Briggs & Crosse, Manchester 
Baowntow, Hon Hetene Cuementixna, Rome May 10 Upton & Co, Austin Friars 
Burman, Frank, Bristol, Farntiure Remover May 31 Lawrence & Co, Bristol 

Burtaxy, Bewsamix, Egg Buckland, Devon, Farmer May 12 Wolloombe & Sons, 
Plymouth 

Byxe, Exta Narig#z, Bath May 11 Heath & Hamilton, Stone bldgs 

Camrsgit, Mary, Epping May 26 Goodman, Hassocks, Sussex 

Coitysr, Epwaxv Wit114m, Duke st mans, Grosvenor sq May 15 Syms, Chancery In 





Skelton v Smith and Darling act | 


Caossiey, CaTasaixg, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks May 18 Freeman, Sowerby Bridge 
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Dick, Witu1aM Aneacromey, Victoria st May 14 Clarkson & Co, Lime st 

Exutsoy, Mary Janz, Manor Park Janel Verrall & Borlase, Brighton 

Gipson, Witu1am Epwarp, Whitehall Farm, nr Kidsgrove, Staffs, Farmer May 15 
Hollinshead, Tunstall 

Goma, Joszrn, Aylesbury, Butcher May1 J & T Parrott, Aylesbury 

Harmar, Georcr Jonny, Cheniston gdns, Kensington May 22 Janson & Co, College hill, 
Cannon st 

Hawkes, Juuiette Evizasera May 31 Hadley & Dain, Arundel st, Strand 

Hiacett, Frank Eanes, Guildford, Electrician May 10 Turner, Guildford 

Hitis, Heney, Hastings, Plumber May 31 Meadows & Co, Hastings 

Horne, Awna Manta, Witley; Surrey May 15 Murray & Co, Birchin in 

Hoayman, Frepertcx Jonx, Wormwoodst May 21 Woodcock & Co, Bloomsbury sq 

Houreewt, Taomas Ma.iert, Tarnchapel, nr Plymouth, Smith May 12 Rooker & Co, 
Plymouth 

Inuisewortx, Marruew, Queensbury, Yorks May 10 J & F H Richardson, Bradford 

Joes, Pature Witttam, Enfield, LRCP Lond, MRC3 May 14 
Town 


Vanderpump, Enfield 


Kentisseee, Evizapetu, Torquay May 23 Glanfield, Torquay 

Lancaster, Grorce, Brotton, Yorks, Farmer May 12 Hoggett, Loftus 

Matswariye, Rowianp Regs, Teignmouth May 29 Tozer & Dell, Teignmouth 

Neepuas, Joun, Nottingham Juneil Johnson, Nottingham 

Pixwey, Joan Georce,High Barnet April 30 Forward & Sons, Axminster 

Poysrr, Grorce, Derby May 10 Potter, Irongate, Derby 

Purtosarp, Witt1am Epwarp Gi.sertsox, Ceniarth, Machynlleth, Montgomery 
May 31 Atkey & Co, Sackville st, Piccadilly 

Raw ie, Many Jaye, Montpelier, Bristol May 15 Lawrence & Co, Bristol 

Rossox, Wi.t1as, Myddelton sq, Clerkenwell, Wheelwright May 12 Bird & Eldridges, 
Gt Jame; st, Bedford row 

Sacar, Evtes, Burnley May12 Hardwicke, Fleetwood 

Surtu, Janz Buaxety, Norwich May1 Rackham, Norwich 

Sopp, Eowarp, Kirdford, Sussex May10 Pitfield, Petworth, Sussex 

Strarsuck, Saran, New Brimington, Derby May 16 Hall, Eckington, nr Sheffield 

Tayior, Mancaret, Birkenhead May18 Lamb & Co, Birkenhead 

Townsenp, Wit.14M, Berkewell, Warwick, Farmer May 31 Browetts, Coventry 

Vickxgermay, Josern, Rastrick, Brighouse, Yorks, Stone Merchant Mzy 31 Jubb & Co, 
Halifax 

Watxer, Apa Saran, Bournemouth May8 Jeffery, Bradford 

Wasp, Haxwaun, Darlington May 31 Latimer, Darlington 

Wru1ams, Taomas, Hungerford, Berks, Congregational Minister 
Johnson, Gt Winchester st 

Watent, Jota, Gloucester pl, Portmansq May1l Broughton & Co, Gt Marlborough et 


May 9 Francis & 


London Gazette.—Turspay, April 17. 


Beamuwortn, Mary Avy, Althorpe, Lincs May 28 Townsend, Hull 

Burues, Saran, Leicester May 18 Stevenson & Son, Leicester 

Cowazp, Ricnarp Suirn, Hartlepool April 27 Harrison & Son, Hartlepool 

Dowsx, Joux Hexry Monrrisn, Keynsham, Somerset, Ironmonger May 31 Tarr & Sons, 
Bristol 

Pane, Auice Canouixe, King’s rd, Chelsea May 11 Taylor, Essex st, Strand 


Ganpivzz, Witt1am Gzorce, Dorchester st, Hoxton, Beer Retailer May 12 Loxley 
& Co, Cheapside 

Gernixe, Witt1am Barxiey, Lianbadoc, nr Usk,Mon Junel Watkins & Co, Ponty- 
pool 

Gezex, Wit11am, Meonstoke, Southampton, Builder May 11 Gunny & Renny, Bishop’s 
Waltham, Hants 


Hitt, Joszrn, Bury May 21 Howarth, Bury 

Jzerrners, Right Hon Artuvs Faepesicx, Burkham House, nr Alton, Hants, MP May 
15 Jull & Godfrey, Queen Anne’s gate, Westminster 

Maxx, Mary, Buckden, Hunts May 28 Margetts, Huntingdon 

Movussey, Evizavetu, Brunswick pl, City rd May12 White, Holborn viaduct 

Pransos,Gronce Saxruzep, Tonbridge Wells May 31 Eggar, Brighton 

Qvixtoxs, Ext zanetu, Norton, Doncaster May 18 Atkinson & Sons, Doncaster 

Rovents, Witt14™, Brownhills, Staffs, Brewer May 30 Muras & Co, Wolverhampton 

London Gazette.—Faivaz, April 20. 

Arxiys, Sazan, Talbot rd, Bayswater May 31 Foster & Co, Queen st pl, Cannon st 

Bayer, Catnzeixe Mary, Holmwood, Surrey May 19 Indermaur & Co, Devonshire ter, 
Portland pl 

Best, Many, Blackwater, Hants May 25 Grenside, Dean’s yd 

Davin, Ava Sazan, Clifton, Manchester June 20 Coburn & Co, Leadenhall st 

Davis, Joszrn, Bloomsbury st, Bedford »g May12 Smith, Finsbury sq 

Davis, Boszasxs, Maidstone May 23 Davis, New #3, Lincoln’s inn 

Dvxsver, Joux, Hurst, nr Ashton under Lyne May 21 Hewitt, Ashton under Lyne 

Gopparp, Exiza Betsy, Worthing May 9 Toynbee & Co, Lincoln 

Guar, Many Axx, Pocklington, York June6é Robson, Pocklington 


Hi.t, Rosert, Salesbury, nr Blackburn May 18 Read & Eastwood, Blackburn 
Isporson, Jonn Tuomas, Wadsley, nr Sheffield July 1 Clegg & Son, Sheffield 
Issorsos, Saran Jane, Wadsley, nr Sheffield July 1 Clegg & Son, Sheffield 
Kemp, Watter Jonny, Brockley rise, Forest Hill May 25 Mote & Son, (ray’s inn q 
Mure, Wiittam Epwarp Henry, Morella rd, Wandsworth Common, Contractor's Agen: 
May 31 Marchant, King’s Bench walk, Temple 
Raver, Mary, Beedon, Berks May 31 B & JC Pinniger, Newbury 
Rosiyson, Fran Riya, Stroud June 1 Gwynn & Co, Bristol 
Savace, Marraew, Calthwaite, Cumberland, Farmer May 31 Cant & Fairer, Penrith, 
Sorase, Samugt, Bristol June 1 Bobbett Bros, Bristol 
Sketcu.ey, James, Barnet May 26 Vanderpump & Eve, Clifford’s inn, Fleet st 
Srarrorp, Josepu, Blackpool, Pork Butcher April30 Butcher, Blackpool 
Ta.sor, Georas, Hemingbrough, Yorks, Contractor May15 Bantoft, Selby 
Wemyss, Col Francis CoarTenis, Onslow sq,Brompton June 20 Twisden & Oo, Gray's 
inn sq 
Worruinetox, James Hiacinsorrom, Kersal,nr Manchester May 21 Lambert & Smith, 
Manchester 
London Gazette.—Tuxspay, April 24. 


ALTGELDT, HERMANN, Frieburg, Germany May 30 Grundy & Co, Manchester 

Bacon, Exizasetu, Langley, Slough May 24 Toovey, Granville pl, Portman sq 

Barker, Wit.1am, Tutbury, Staffs May24 Taylor, Burton on Trent 

Bicxiey, Wit.iam, Walsall, Staffs, Stamper May 21 Addison & Cooper, Walsall 

Buakevey, Mark Wituiam, Marsh, Pudsey, Yorks May10 Wilson, Leeds 

Bonyirace, Jonn, Southampton May 21 Candy & Candy, Southampton 

Broom, E:uen Saran, Brighton May 30 Stuckey & Co, Brighton 

Brown, Tuomas, Blackpool, Contractor May 29 Ascroft, Blackpool 

Couen, Joseru, Cardiff, Pawabroker May7 Lewis & Co, Cardiff 

Cotseck, Janz, Rouen, Seine Inferieure, France Mayll Peace, Dewsbury 

Comiry, Georcr, Acklam rd, Notting Hill May 24 Jarvis, Billiter sq bldgs 

Dummer, Exten, Bath June 30 Chesterman, Bath 

GarrarD, Dorotuy, Cheltenham May 30 Birch, Thame, Oxon 

Goopman, ExizasetTs, Highgate May 19 Fielder & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Greeoo, GenTrupe Ever.ty, Bridgwater May15 Watson, Bridgwater 

Hamuertoy, Eveanor JANE, Fulneck, Leeds May 19 Beaumont & Croft, Leeds 

Harpy, Anya Sopaia Frances, Camberley, Hants June 2 Payne & Oo, New m, 
Lincoln’s inn 

Haragisox, Avotpaus Parip, Newcastle upon Tyne, Merchant May 31 Cooper & Goodger, 
Newcastle upon Tyne 

Hewyeiques, NaTHante. Coar.es Coney, Kingston, Jamaica June30 Wilson & Munton, 

Kingston, Jamaica 

Houck, Emma, Handsworth, Staffs May 21 King & Mills, Birmingham 

Hussey, Mansy Anw Racuet, Banister Park, Southampton June 1 Emanuel & Emanuel, 

Southampton 

Hurroy-Squire, Rovert, Holtby Hall, Yorks May 19 Waistell, Northallerton 

I:cuester, Right Hon Henry Epwarp Earl of June 1 Filadgate & Co, Craig’s ct, 

Charing Cross 


Lopez, Masve., Lightcliffe, Halifax, Shippers’ Traveller May 31 Holt & Co, Man 
chester 

M‘cGraru, Very Rev Canon Josern Caries, Weybridge June1 Ward & Son, Norfolk 
st, Strand 

Mencer, Marivpa, Clifton, Bristol May 24 Strickland & Co, Bristol 

Monvuy-Harszis, Anraur Monun Wa.rous, Bishop’s Teignton, Devon May 31 Sharpe 


& Co, New ct, Carey st 

Not, Berxerey Puantacanet Guitpyorp Caar.es, Bournemouth June? Pinsent & 
Co, Birmingham 

Parry, Huan, Borth y Gest, Portmadoc, Ship Broker May 31 Breese & Co, Portmadoe 
Riv.ey, Matraew, Bournville, Worcester May 28 March, Worcester 

Rogsixs, Rev Joun, DD., F 8 A, Norfolk sq, Hyde Park June12 Emmet & Co, 
Bloomsbury eq 

Sackvitie, Epira Faanogs Sroprosp, Fowey, Cornwall May 28 Shilson & Co, St Austell 
Cornwall 

Snorrocks, Jouy, Bacup, Lanes, Beerseller May 26 Whitaker & Hibbert, Bacup 
Somerset, Emma Purnapevrara, Eccleston sq May 19 Lawrence & Oo, New %, 
Lincoln’s inn 

Temezrtox, Witttam, Chorlton on Medlock, Manchester, Coach Proprietor 
A&GW Fox, Manchester 

Tuorstox, Eomoxp Joux, Fulford, Yorks, Clerk June 21 W & K E T Wilkinson, York 
Tuornrox, Wiiusam, Byfield, Northampton, Victualler* May 17 Pellatt & Pellatt, 
Banbury, Oxon 

Tuonstox, Exvizasern, Byfield, Northampton May 17 Pellatt & Pellatt, Banbury, Oxon 
Van, Avavsra Faances, Purbrook, Southampton May 20 Page & Gulliford, South 
ampton 

Wessren, Joszru, Kingston upon Hull June 20 Jackson & Son, Hull 

Wuarram, Mary, Scarborough May 21 W & K ET Wilkinson, York 

Wi.vixe, Exity, Southampton May 21 Candy & Candy, Southampton 

Wiiu1aMms, Jonw Eyton, Chester May 26 Jolliffe & Jolliffe, Chester 


July 2 





Heicuau, Gronor Hurt, High Holborn, Silveranith June 30 Ford & Co, Bloomsbury sq 


‘Woop, Taomas Pencrvat, South Norwood, Shipbroker May 31 Harrison, Cardiff 
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~ Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Faivay, April 13.9 
ADJUDICATLONS. 


- Wittram, Yeadon, Yorks, Farmer’s Manager 

~—., Pet April9 Ord April 9 : 

Baxoer, Henry, Dorman’s Park, Surrey, Builder Tun- 
bridge Wells Pet Feb 26 Ord April 11 

BrexetT, JAMES, Kidderminster, Wool Spinner Kidder- 
minster Pet April9 Ord April 9 

Boorn, Bexyamiy, Copley, nr Halifax,Overlooker Halifax 
Pet April9 Ord April 9 

Boyp, WyxDHAM Montaauzt Browse, Twsford Abbey, 
Willesden, Coal Merchant Manchester Pet March 23 

April 10 

SP tg Taomas Henry, Fenton, Staffs,Grocer Stoke on 
Trent Pet April9 Ord April 9 

Cavaon, AnTsue, Fortess rd, Tufnell Park, Draper High 
Court Pet April9 Ord April 9 
ston, THOMAS Wituiam, Bennington, Herts, Farmer 
Hertford PetAprii2 Ord April 10 

Coox, ALrreD, Moreton, nr Thornbury, Glos, Farmer 
Bristol Pet April3 Ord April 10 

Covrz, WaLTer Bersron, Wroxham, Norfolk Norwich 
Pet March 26 Ord April 11_ 

Detansy, Joux, Bradford, Lodging house Manager Brad- 
ford Pet aprii9 Ord April9 

Dexsixc, Frank, Newtown, Exeter, Baker Exeter Pet 
April9 Ord April 9 

Drspex, Hexpert WILLIAM, Eastney, Portsmouth, Grocer 
Portsmouth Pet April10 Ord April 10 

Fostes, Jonny Gopwix, jun, Hailsham, Sussex, Com- 
mercial Traveller Lewes Pet Aprillt Ord april 11 

Fostrr, SARAH ANN, Darlaston, Staffs, General Dealer 
Walsali Pet April7 Ord April 7 

Gent, ALFaED Epmunp, Kennington Park rd, Rate Collector 
High Court Pet Deci3 O d April 10 

Gissox, Joun Epwakp, Bradford, Travelling Draper 
Bradford Pet Aprii9 Ord April 9 

Gotpur, Txomas, Rochester, Boot Salesman Rochester 
Pet Aprily Ord April 9 

Gostinc, Eavest Epwarp, Saxmundham, Coal Merchant 
Ipswich Pet April9 Ord April 9 

Grace, Gzorcr, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer Leeds Pet 
April7 Ord April 7 9 

Harps, Tuomas Henry, Ticehurst, Sussex, Licensed 
Victualier Tunbridge Wells Pet April 11 Ord 
April 11 

Hersext, Hexsy, Kimberworth, Rotherham, Yorks, 
Farmer Sheffield Pet Aprili1l Ord april 11 

Jenxins, Toomas, Dowlais, Glam, Oil Vendor 
Tydol Pet April9 Ord April 9 

Jeszam, THoMAs, jun, Derby, Saddler Derby Pet April 9 
1d April 9 

Joux. Joun Dent, Bettws, Ammanford, Carmarthen, 
Draper’s Assistant Carmarthen Pet Aprilll Ord 
Apri 11 

Jotty, fuomas Hevry, Stafford, Implement Agent Stafford 
Pet Feb 27 Ord April 11 

Joxes, Henry Rosert, HM Prison, Wandsworth High 
Court Pet Sept 15 Ord March 31 

Keatince, Exnest WititAm, Bournemouth Poole Pet 
April 10 Ord April 10 

Laxe, Davin Jenkins, Lincoln, Stonemason Lincoln 
Pet Aprii9 Ord April 9 

Lever, Harry, Long Melford, Suffolk Colchester Pet 
Aprilll ord April 11 

Lever, Joun Mitis, Manchester, Pattern Designer Man- 
chester Pet Apnl10 Ord April 10 

Lewis, Taomas, Aberkenfig, Glam Cardiff Pet April 9 
Ord April 9 

Lovett, Harotp Stantey, Compton Martin, Somerset, 
Farm Labourer Bristol Pet April6 Ord April 11 

Mancuester, Cates, Jonn Wi.iiam, Tooting Gravene 
Waadsworth Pet Dec19 Ord April 10 

Mesepiin, Joseen Harpuam, Hambledon, Hants, Builder 
Southampton Pet April9 Ord April 9 

Pantixoton, Joun, Wigan, Provision Dealer Wigan Pet 
April9 Ord April 9 

Peawsatt, Waiter, Smethwick, Staffs, Cattie Salesman 
West Bromwich Pet March 18 Ord April 10 

Peters, Atice Lovisz, Landport, Poitsmouth, Picture 
Frame Manufacturer Portsmouth Pet April 10 Ord 
April 10 

Paiuirson, Witt1am Taomas, Cleethorpes, Ironmonger 
GiGiimsby Pet April? Ord Apnl7 

Powe.., Tuomas, Aberkenfig, Glam, Grocer Cardiff Pet 
Apiil9 Ora April 9 

Roperts, Ricwarp, Dowyn, 


Merthyr 


Llanfihangel yn howyn, 
Anglesey, Farmer Bangor Pet Marchz0 Ord April 10 

Roupstox, Gzorck CaLvea.ey, Pocklington, Yorks High 
Court Pet June 22 Ord April 9 

BSareips, 9 Wi..iam, Trentham, Hoveringham, Notts, 
Costume Maker Nottingham Pet April 4 Ord April10 

Sire, Kxvest, and SAMUEL STURGESS, Birmingham, ‘i'ea 
Merchants Birmingham Pet April 8 Ord April 11 

Botomon, Jonas, Seacumbe, Chester, Safe Manufacturer 
Liverpool Pet april 10 Ord April 10 

Tuomas, Davin, Lian Yard, Glam, House Decorator 
Aberdare Pet April 10 Ord april 10 

Tuomas, Wittiam Gwywne, L'anelly, Licensed Victualler 
Carmarthen Pet AprilY Ord Apri 9 

Wake.ixe, Witiiam, Brentwood, Master Bricklayer 
Chelmsford Pet April7 Ord April 7 

Warren, Joun A.raev, Dover, Printer Canterbury Pet 
April 10 Ord April 10 

Wurrcomar-Brows, Wi.tiam Henry, Westcliff on Sea, 
Ewsex, Doctor Chelinstord Pet Jan 31 Ord April 10 

Woovcock, Groncz Weis, Walmer, Grocer’s Assistant 
Canterbury Pet March 24 Ord April 9 

Woovr, RecinaLp Cuantes, Southsea, Hants, Grocer 
Portsmouth Pet April 10 Ord April 10 

London Gasette.—Tounspay, April 17. 
RECEIVING OxDERS. 


Barazy, Joux, and Jonny Avpert Corsevirs Barry, Scar- 


Buayty, WI..Iz Stroup, Swanage, Coal Merchant Poole 
Pet March 24 Ord Aprilil 


Brooks, Exnest Witrrep, Harrow, Grocer St Albans 
Pet March 13 Ord April 10 
Cornock, James Wiu14m. Chariton Kings, Glos, Insurance 
Agent Cheltenham Pet April12 Ord April12 _ 
Duacax, Ricnarp Loneworts, Plymouth, Commission 
Agent Plymouth Pet April12 Ord April 12 : 
Duke, Frank Apert, Leadenham, Lincs, Blacksmith 
Boston Pet April12 Ord April 12 
Henry, Aprauam, Leeds, Cap Manufacturer Leeds Pet 
March 30 Ord April 11 
Hopason, Henry, Leigh, Lancs, Blacksmith Bolton Pet 
April12 Ord April 12 
Hystop, Henry Tarrersatt, Heywood, Chemist’s As- 
sistant Bolton Pet April1i Ord April 11 
Jaques, Joun, Kirkgate Market, s, Potato Salesman 
Leeds Pet Febi7 Ord April 11 % 
Jouyson, Freperick, Swansea,Grocer Swansea Pet April 
12 Ord April 12 2 
Pearson, SamGEL Freperick, Runcorn, Chester, Dairyman 
Warrington Pet April12 Ord April 12 
Paircuarp, Wituiam, Davip Wi.tiAM Prircnarp, and 
Witiram Wiiiiam Prircuarp, Lianberis, Carnarvon, 
Grocers Bangor Pet April12 Ord April 12 
ScapLenorn, Caries, Newport, Mon, dler Newport, 
Mon Pet April12 Ord April 12 
Tomiinson, ALBERT James, Castleford, Yorks, Fish Dealer 
Waketield Pet April 12 Ord April 12 
Warp, Samvet Epwarp, Leeds Leeds Pet April10 Ord 
April 10 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Boyor, Osmoxp, Upper Knowle, Bristol, Engineer April 
80 at 11.15 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
yp, WynxpHam Montacuz Browse, Twyford Abbey, 
Willesden, Coal Merchant April 25 at 3 Off Rec, 
Byrom st, Manchester 
Criarke, Bensamin CastLepive, Acocks Green, Worcester, 
Grocer April 25 at 12 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 


Dennine, Frank, Newtown, Exeter, Baker April 26 at 
10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 
Heceyxpartu, Emanvet, Handsworth, Tailor April 25 at 


1i 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Hitpretu, Georce WiLii1amM Reaper, Kingston upon Hull 
Jomer April 25at11 Off Rec, Trinity House ln, Hull, 

Hyswor, Henry Tatrersatyt, Heywood, Lancs, Chemist’s 
Assistant April 25at3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Jerram, Tuomas, jun, Derby, Saddler April 25 at 11,30 
Off Rec, 47, Fuli st, Derby 

Roserts, Squire, Liversedge, Yorks April 2atill Off 

, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 

SaepnerpD, Freperiok James, Warminster, Wilts, Brewer 
May lat 12.45 Town Hall, Warminster . 

Sotomon, Jonas, Seacombe, Chester, Safe Manufacturer 
April 25 at 11 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st. Liverpool 

Tuomas, Davin, Llandaff Yard, Glam, House Decorator 
April 26 at 12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Warp, Samugt Epwarp, Leeds April25 at 11.30 Off Rec, 
22, Park row, Leeds 

Wippowsoy, Grorcr Jepxsoyx, Carlton, Notts, Doctor’s 
Assistant April 27 at 12.15 Off Rec, 4, Castle pk, 
Park st, Nottinghem 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Barry, Jonny, and Jonn Apert Corseiuis Barry, Scar- 

bomen Builders Scarborough Pet April 12 Ord 
pril 1 

Coryock, James W11114m, Charlton Kings, Glos, Insurance 
Agent Cheltenbam Pet April 12 Ord April 12 

Duaean, Ricnarp Loxneworts, Plymouth, Commission 
Agent Plymonth Pe: April12 Ord April 12 

Duke, Frank ALBERT, Leadenbam, Lincs, Blacksmith 
Boston Pet April12 Ord April 12 

Haypoyr, Harry Turner, King’s Heath, Worcester, Coal 
Merchant Birmingham Pet Feb 20 Ord April 12 

Hovaesoy, Henry, Leigh, Lancs, Blacksmith Bolton Pet 
April12 Ord april 12 

Hystop, Henry Tartersatt, Heywood, Lancs, Chemist’s 
Assistant Bolwon Pet Aprilli Ord April 11 

Jounson, Faeperick, Swansea, Grocer 
April12 Ord April 12 

Knieut, Joun, Beeston, Notts, Builder Nottingham Pet 
March 17 Ord April 12 

Pearson, Samuen Feepexicx, Runcorn, Chester, Dairyman 
Warrington Pet April 12 Ord April 12 

Prircaarp, Witiiam, Davin Witiiam Parronasp, and 


wansea Pet 


Witiram WIiiiiam Prrronarp, Lianberis, in, 
Grocers Bangor Pet Aprili2 Ord « 1 12. 
ScapLenorn, Cuakies, Newport, Mon, er Newport, 


Mon Pet April12 Ord April 12 

Tomutnson, ALBERT James, Castleford, Yorks, Fish Dealer 
Waketield Pet Apil12 Ord April 12 

Wa kes, Joun, Kingston upon Hull, Boot Dealer King- 
ston upon Hull Pet March 26 Ord April 12 

Wasp. Sanvuet Epwarp, Leeds Leeds Pet April10 Ord 
April lo 

Warkins, Wiittam Turopore, Tiverton, Devon, Solicitor 
Exeter Pet Feb 20 Ord April 12 


London Gazette.—Fatpay, April 20. 
RECEIVING ORDERS, 

Arcarr, Atpert, Walkley, Sheffield, Engineer's Fitter 
Sheffield Pet April 18 ‘Ora april 18 

Bewssy, Sevtimus Tuomas, Salisbury, Motor Agent 
Salisbury Pet April4 Ord April 17 

Boyp, Rosext, Liandudno, Carnarvon, Electrician Bangor 
Pet April 12 Ord April 17 

Cuark, Wixt1aM, jun, As.on, Fruiterer Birmingham Pet 
April18 Ord April 18 

Coxe, Cuaries, Mundesley, Norfolk, Grocer Norwich Pet 
April5 Ord April 18 

Cooprr, Wii.14M, Leicester, Lamp Maker Leicester Pet 
April18 Ord april 18 

Cox, Joy, Anerley rd, Anerley, Warehouseman High 
Court Pet Aprill8 Ord April 18 

Drake, Wiu.1am, Pouiton le Fyide, Builder Preston Pet 

April 18 Ord Aprii 18 





ugh, Bui Scarborough Pet April 12 Ord 
April 12° _ - 


Plymouth Pet March 27 Ord April 18 





i“ Lusws.yy, HMS Trafalgar, Devonport, Devon | 


Ho.iianp, Emma, Anne, Deeping 8t Nicholas, Lincoln, 
Farmer Peterborough Pet April 18 Ord April 18 
Lyons, Micar. Walthamstow, Fishmonger High 

Court et March 2 Ord April 18 
McGoway, Davin Hugs, , Southwark, Brush 
Factor High Court Pet April18 Ord April 18 
— Ausert, Blashford, 


farmer Salisbury Pet April 17 Ord April 17 

Morpny, James, Moss trae Mlesshouer, ie Merchant 
Salford Pet March 29 Ord April 18 

Newsery, Joun, Rotherham, Yorks, Boot Dealer Sheffield 
Pet April 18 Ord April i8 

Owen, Jouy, Bengicten, Narberth South, Butcher Pem- 
broke Dock April18 Ord April 18 

Pasrry, a + _——, os aaa, Grocer Ponty- 

Pearson, Joun Wrescasen, oe 8t Helens, Ship Broker 
High Court Pet March 27 Ord April 18 


Prerex, R H, Warwick mans, K: High Court 
Pet Feb 20 Ord April 20 

Purtz, Henry Witiiam, Sa ins, Tower 
Merchant High Court Pet 26 Ord April 11 


Smottay, Hyman, Middl Yorks, Tailor Middles- 

my Pet April 18 Ord April 18 ; 

Syarta, WILLIAM, Se York, Shipping Clerk 
Middlesbrough Pet April 18 ‘Ord April 18 

Youse, Farprsicx, Swindon, Fish Salesman Swindon 
Pet April 18 Ord April 18 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

ArtuHertoyn, Josepx, Gt Yarmouth, Sanitary Plumber April 
28 at 3.15 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Barry, Jonyn, and Joun Atsert Corsetiis Barry, Scar- 


a ~ Builders April 3) at 4 74, Newborough, Scar- 
Tro ° 
Bg, AcLay, and Water Traoveutoy, Lancaster, Builders 
April 30 at 11_ Off Ree, 14, st, 
i May 1 at 


an OM Bee 150. Wolvesberapton of 

il 199, jpton 

Brapuiey, Tuomas Henry, Fenton, Staffs, Grocer -April 30 
at 11.30 Off at, Ne’ Staffs 

rnton, Poulton Fyld 


Buyce, CHaRues, Lanes, 
Vanman April 30 at 10.30 Off Rec, 14, st, 
Preston 

Curwrox, Taomas Wiiuram, Bennington, Herts, Farmer 
Maylat3 14, Bedford row i 

Cockee.t, Witiiam Epwiy, Toft Norfolk, Publican 


Monks, 
28 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Cox, Jun, Anerley rd, Anerley, Wareh 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Grorce, Epwarp Samve. eymouth, Restaurant Pro- 
prietor May lat2 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherinest, 


Salisbury 
no Seas Lanes, Beso Baker 
i at 1 st, Me 
Harps, Tomas Bah hy ice, Licensed Vic- 
tualler 30 at 2.30 Clarendon Restaurant, Tun- 


Henry, Apeanam, Leeds, Cap Manufacturer April 30 at 11 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Hockuey, Sy Heyry, Ealing, Baker May 1 at 12 


14, Bedford row 
Hoperox, Hesry, Leigh, Lancs, Blacksmith May 1 at 3 
19, Exchange st, Bolton 
Joux, Jonx Dent, Bettws, Ammanford, Carmarthen, 
- "s Assistant April 28 at12.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen 
Lever, Haray Melford, Suffolk May 4at11 Cups 
Levan Seda ote Glam May 1 at 10.30 117, St 
wis, Tuomas, A . y . ’ 
ary st, Cardiff 


Lusoomsx, James, Brixham, Devon, Smack Owner April 
30 at il Off Reo, 6, Athenzoum ter, Plymouth 
Pearsox, Joun Hinpmarss, Gt elen’s, i 
May 2at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st . 
PaaKkpril 28 at il, Off Reo, B — 
pril 28 at st, 
Pexex, 8 H, Warwick mans, en April 30 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Par.urpsoxs, Wittiam Trou Cleethorpes, \ 
April 28 atll Off Rec, St *s chmbrs, Gt Grims' 
Pows.t, Tuomas, Aberkeniig, Glam, Grocer May 1 at 10 
117,58) st, Cardiff 


7, 
Pourrz, Henay Wii.14M, Savage gins. Tower Hill, Merchant 
April 30 at1l Bankruptcy Carey st 
Ropgats, RicHagD, 


ho Angile- 
"dotel, Holy 


sey, April 30 at2.15 Station 
Tuomas, Witu1am Gwreve, Lianelly |—a4 
Victualler April 28 at 1115 Off Reo, 4, st, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Awsan, Abert Arntaur Oss00, Guildford st, Bloomsbury 
Arcane, Auneat, Welkley, Sheticld,, Bagineer’s Fitter 
CRER, ALBERT, ’ s 
Sheffield Pet Apcil 18 | 8 


Arugrton, Joszpx, Gt Yarmouth, Sanitary Plumber Gt 
Yarmouth Pet AprilS5 Ond April 12 
ae Ff 0’ Ord Apel’ 
et il 
i , Fruiterer Bir- 


Crark, WILLIAM, jun, Aston, Birmingham, 
Pet april i8 Ord Apr! 18 
Crarkp, Bexsamin CasTiapine, Acocks Green, Worcester, 
i Pet March 16 Ord April 18 


Cors, Cuaatrs, Mi Norfolk, Grocer Norwich Pet 
AprilS Ord ape 18° 
Cotieper, Laxcs.or Wittiam, Leinster sq High Court 


Pet Jan 24 Ord April 10 
Oreeen, Fete Leicester, Lamp Maker Leicester Pet 
+] 


Ord April 18 
Cox, Joux, Anerley rd, Anerley, Warehouseman High 
Court ‘Pet 18 "Ord apni 1 


8 
pom Syme, Lanes, Pelee Beeps 


Court Pet 
—_—_e 


Drakes, WILLIaM, 
18 


Eanes, Wr 
March 6 
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Hanp, Grorce Marx Lemoy, Blaenavon, Baker Tredegar 
Pet April3 Ord _— 3 

Hoxtanp, Emma Anvz, ping St Nicholas, Lincs, Farmer 

_ Peterborough Pet April18 Ord April 18 

Kovcaam, Wituian Frank, Church rd, Willesden, Builders’ 
Merchant High Court Pet March 30 Ord April 18 

McGowan, Davin Hucu, High st, Borough, Southwark, 
Brush Factor High Court Pet April18 Ord April 18 

Nawsery, Jouy, Rotherham, Yorks, Boot Dealer Sheffield 

April18 Ord April 18 
Osance, Gerrrarv, London wall, Company Promoter 
Court Pet Feb 28 Ord April 18 

Owen, Joun, Templeton, Narberth South, Pembroke, 
Butcher Pembroke Dock Pet April18 Ord April 18 

Rateuirre, James Henry, Hough Green, nr Widnes, Lancs, 
Brus afacturer Liverpool Pet April 11 Ord 
April 18 


Secatza, Freperick Apouraz, South pl, Finsbury, Foreign 
Banker High Court Pet March 22 Ord April 11 
Sxottan, Hyman, Middiesbrough, Tailor Middlesbrough 
Pet April18 Ord April 18 

Syarra, W1LL1AM, Middlesbrough, Shipping Clerk Middles- 
brough Pet April18 Ord April 18 

Seecreeman, Marks, and Lazarus Srecrerman, Great Alie 
st, Whitechapel, Boot Manufacturers High Court Pet 
Feb7 Ord April 12 

Youxc, Freprsicx, Swindon, Fish Salesman Swindon 
Pet April 18 Ord April 18 


London Gazette.—Turspay, April 24, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


AxcuEr, George Eowarp, St Albans, Herts, Builder St 
Al Pet Aprilll Ord April 18 

Benxpg.ow, Grorcz, Northallerton, Yorks, Carter North- 
allerton Pet April 18 Ord April 18 

Cairrixecs, Henry, Rushmore rd, lapton Park, Oil Mer- 
chant High Court Pet April20 Ord April 20 

Cotta, Richarp, Weedington rd, Kentish Town, Fruit 
Salesman High Court Pet April2i Ord April 2i 

Co.uins, Jozx Riptey, Bradford, Tea Merchant Bradford 
Pet April 20 Ord April 20 


Dextox, Win1u1am Brown, Sti!Marks, Cheltenham Chel- 
te Pet April6 Ord April 18 
Plymouth, Dentist’s 


Dows, Eenest Ropert Apams, 
Assistant Plymouth Pet April 21 Ord April 21 

Epcerton, Joux, Forest Gate, 
March 21 Ord April 20 

Epwakrps, Evan, Coedpenmaen, Pontypridd, Draper Ponty- 
pridd Pet April2i Ord — 21 

x ~ ¥~ ) oe Butcher Bangor Pet April 12 


Eyze, Agruvus Neviite, Preston Park, Brighton, Gentle- 
man Brighton Pet March 26 Ord April 19 

Happow, Harry, Shifnal, Salop, Butcher Madeley Pet 
April 21 Ord April 21 

Hares, Nenemian W1itiamu, Swindon, Plumber 
Pct April 21 Ord April 21 

Hanrceeaves, Samvet, Buxton, Derby, Electrical Engineer 
Stockport Pet April20 Ord April 20 

Isceam, Acyes, Louth, Outfitter Great Grimsby Pet 
Apri Ord April 19 

Janus, Lewis Leos, Long Acre High Court Pet March 
26 Ord April 20 

Joserus, Asaxrr, Eagle st, Holborn, Shopfitter High Court 
Pet March 15 Ord April 20 

Keg.inc, Tuomas Cowan, Walthamstow, Milk Contractor 
High Court Pet April2i Ord April 21 

Kewysepy, Arraur Rosert Wixpsor Stuart Cxiark, Alder- 

ot, Officer Guildford Pet Jan 31 Ord April 21 

Leamayx, Avcust Jutivs ALBERT, Dennington pk rd, West 
Hampstead, Commercial Traveller High Court Pet 
April 2i Ord April 21 

May, Azox, Abercorn pl, St John’s Wood, Hardware 
Merchant High Court Pet March 26 Ord Aprii 18 

Mercatre, Anruvus, Walsall, Tobacconist Walsall Pet 
April18 Ord April 18 

Mercatre, Eprru Hawwau, Halifax, Tobacconist Halifax 
Pet April 18 Ord April 18 

Mitigs, Ricuagp, Sedbergh, Yorks, Chemist Kendal Pet 
April 18 Ord April 1s 

Mozix, Emit, Bermondsey st, Bermondsey, Surrey, 
Leather Merchant High Court Pet March 29 Ord 


April 18 
Pentrebach, Merthyr Tydfil, Collier 
1 30 


Essex High Court Pet 


Swindon 


Puiuirs, Jou, 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet April 20 Ord April 2 


Paice, Wirtuiam Henry, Paddock Wood, Kent, Dentist 
Tanbridg? Wells Pet April 20 Ord April 20 
Scueemer, Kaman, Leeds, Baker Leeds Pet April 20 
Ord April 29 
Syeuson, James, Sutton in Ashfield, Notts, Corn Dealer 
Nottingham Pet April 20 Ord April 20 
STEARN, eae Ipswich, Builder Ipswich Pet April 20 
pril 20 
Srevens, Wattrer Rozert, Hornsey rd, Provision Mer- 
chant High Court Pet Aprili8 Ord April 19 
Suckuine, Atrexp, Halstead, Essex, Builder Colchester 
Pet April20 Ord April 20 
Tyson, Issac, Calaerbridge, Cumberland, Builder White 
haven Pet April18 Ord April 18 
Vea, Henry, Dolsdon, North Tamerton, Cornwall, Farmer 
Barnstaple Pet April19 Ord April 19 
Wernserc, Jacos, Wardour st, ,Tailor High Court Pet 
March 27 Ord April 19 
Wesrwoop, Rozsert, Birmingham, Grocer 
Pet April19 Ord April 19 
Wuirenouse, Wiritam,; Dudley Dudley 
Ord April 19 
Witemay, Witt1am, Measham, Leicester , Furniture Dealer 
Burton on Trent Pet March 22 Ord April 20 
Wrwn, Tuomas Peatmax, Whitchurch, Sa'op, Licensed 
Victualler Pet April19 Ord April 19 
FIRST MEETINGS, 
3ABRATT, Emity, Leicester, Wardrobe Dealer May 2 at 12 
Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Beprorp, Ernest Joun, Gt Grimsby, Fishermen's Outfitter 
May 2ati11 Off Rec, St Mary’s chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 
Currrincs, Henry, Rushmore rd, Clapton Park, Oil 
Merchant May 4at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Coiz, Caaries, Mundesley, Norfolk, Grocer May 2 at 3.39 
Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
CoLtins, GzorGz Epwasp, East Molesey, Surrey, Tailor 
May 2at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 
Cotiiss, Joz Rietey, Bradford, Tea Merchant May 4 at 3 
Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Cooper, WILLIAM, Leicester, Lamp Maker May 2at3 Off 
Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Dove, RacHakEL, Leicester, Furniture Dealer May 3 at 12 
Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Epcerton, Jony, Ramsey rd, Forest Gate May 4 at 11 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Evans, Davip, Carnarvon, Butcher May 2 at 1 British 
Hotel, High st, Bangor 
Eyies, JosepH, Watford, Bootmaker May 3 at 12 14, 
Bedford row 
Hersert, Hensy, Kimberworth, Rotherhhm, Yorks, 
Farmer March 2at12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
Hitt, Ricnarnp Wuairwe.., Blackburn, Bootmaker May 
2at10.30 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 
James, Lewis Leon, Broad ct flats, Long acre May S8at1l 


Birniogham 
Pet April 19 





Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Jounsox, Freperick, Swausea, Grocer May 3 at 12 Off 
Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Joszrus, Asner, Eagle st, Holborn, Shop Fitter May 8 at 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Keatinece, Exxest WiiiiaAM, Bournemouth May 2 at 2.30 
Off Ree, Midland Bank chmbrs, igh st, Southampton 

Kisco, Wituiam Hewyry, Aston, Birmingham, Hosier May 
4at11 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Lyons, Micuazet L, Walthamstow, Fishmonger May 7 at 
11 Bankruptry bldgs, Carey st 

McGowan, Dav.v HuGu, High st, Borough, Southwark, 
Brush Factor May 2at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

May, Anon, Abercorn pl, 8t John’s Wood, Hardware Mer- 
chant May7at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Mesepits, Joseru Harpuam, Hambl doo, Hants, Builder 
May 2at315 off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High 
st, Southampton 

Merca.re, Eoirn Hanyau, Halifax, Tobacconist May 2 
at3 Off Rec, Town Hall chmbrs, Halifax 

Morty, Emit, Bermondsey st, Bermondsey, Leather Mer- 
chant May7at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Museuy, Janes, Moss Side, Manchester, Egg Merchant 
May 2at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Norway, Saran Lypia, Horley, Surrey, Milliner May 3 at 

11.30 182, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Owen, Jouy, (Templeton, Narberth South, Pembroke, 
Butcher May 4at 12.39 Temperance Hall, Pembroke 
Dock 

Pait.ips, Jouy, Pentrebach, Merthyr Tydfil, Glam, Collier 
May2ati2 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 


—————=—= 
Po.trorp, Wit.i1am, Leeds, Farniture Dealer May 9 ab3 
Off , 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
ScarLenors, Cuarces, Newport, Mon, Saddler Mara 
12 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 
Scureiser, Karman, Leeds, Baker May 3 at 11 Of R 
22, Park row, Lee , 


Sata, Exnest, and Samvet Strurcsss, Birmingham, 
| Merchants May 4 at 12 191, Corporation ¢ Bir 
mingham eg 


Suo.tay, Hyman, Middlesbrough, Tailor May 4 at py 
Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Syaira, Wittiam, Middlesbrough, Shipping Clerk My ri 
at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd; Middiesbrongh ~~ 

Srearn, Ame.ia, Ipswich, Builder May 2 at 2 Lecture 
Saloon, Y.M.C.A., 13, Tavern st, Ipswich 

Srevens, Gronor Joun, Enfield Highway, Dairyman yy, 
8at3 14, Bedford row 7 

Srevens, Wacrer Roper, Hornsey rd, Provision Merchayt 
May 3at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Tuomprson, BR, Amerland rd, Wandsworth May 4 at 12,39 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Tomuinson, AcbERT James, Castleford, Yorks, Fish Dealer 
May 2at11 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Vagiey, Jonn Tuomas, Royston, Herts, Grocer May 2at 
12 Off Ree, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 

Waker, Joun, Kingston on Hull, Boot Dealer May2at 
11 Off Rec, Trinity House ln, Hull 

Weinsenc, Jacos, Wardour st, Tailor May3atl1 Bank. 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Woopwarp, Josep Cuartzgs, Walkern, nr Stevenage 
Grocer May 3at12 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 

Youne, Frepericx, Swindon, Fish Salesman May 2at}j 
O#f Rec, 33, Regent circus, Swindon 

Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of April 13: 

Graince, Gzora#, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer April Sa 

8.30 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Anrcuer, George Epwarp, 8t Albans, Herts, Builder §& 
Albans Pet April1l Ord April 18 

Bz.u, ALAN, and Water Troucsron, Lancaster, Builders 
Preston Pet March 24 Ord April 18 

Benpe.ow, GeorGe#, Northallerton, Yorks, Carter North. 
allerton Pet April 18 Ord April 18 

Burak, Cartes Freperick Sap1z, Merstone, I of W, 
Solicitor Newport Pet Feb8 Ord Aprii 21 

Boyvp, Rosert, Llandudno, Electrician Bangor Pet April 
12 Ord April 19 

Barrcuriazitp, Maurice, Skegby, Notts, Buiider Notting. 
ham Pet March15 Ord April 15 

Cuirrines, Henry, Rushmore rd, Clapton Park, Oil 
Merchant High Court Pet April 20 Ord April 20 

Cotta, Ricnarp, Weedington rd, Kentish Town, Fruit 
Salesman High Court Pet April21 Ord April 2i 

Coutins, Gzorce Epwarp, East Molesey, Surrey, Tailor 
Kingston, Surrey Pet April9 Ord April19 

Coutuns, Joz Riptey, Bradford, Tea Merchant Bradford 
Pet April 20 Ord April 20 

Coorger, f'nomas Epwarp, Shrewsbury, Cattle Dealer 
Shrewsbury Pet March 17 Ord April 21 

Down, Esnest Ropert Apams, Piymouth, Dentist’s 
Assistant Plymouth Pet April21 Ord April 21 

Epwakrps, Evan, Coedpenmaen, Pontypridd, Draper Ponty- 
pridd Pet April 21 Ord April 21 A 

Fixcu, James Mepuicorr, Church Stretton, Salop, Licensed 
Victealler Shrewsbury Pet April 9 Ord April 21 

Gazry, Gseorce Frepericx, Waverley, Worcester Park, 
Surrey, Stockbroker Croydon Pet Feb 13 Om 
April 19 

Happoy, Harry, Shifnal, Salop, Butcher Madeley Pet 
April 21. Ord April 21 ‘ 

Haves, Nesemian Wiu.1am, Swindon, Plumber Swindon 
Pet April 21 Ord April 21 

HeGenpartH, EMANUEL, Handsworth, Tailor Birmingham 
Pet March 15 Ord April 20 

Hensy, Avgkauam, Leeds, Cap Manufacturer Leeds Pet 
March 30 Ord April 18 

Hucues, Henry Beeman, Denman st, Borough, Hay 
Merchant HighCourt Pet April2 Ord Aprilw _ 

Incram, AGszs, Louth, Outfitter Gt Grimsby Pet April 
6 Ord April 20 

Jacques, Joun, Kirkgate Market, Leeds, Potato Salesman 
Leeds Pet Feb17 Ord April 18 











April 28, 190k 





Exchanges Effected. 








Collections, or Single Articles, Purchased. 


Tevrorams: “Scancexgss, Loxpon.” 


VALUATIONS for INSURANCE, PROBATE, or DIVISION. 


Restoration of Old Furniture, Tapestries, China, 
Works of Art, &c., a speciality. 
Members of the Legal Profession are respectfully invited to inspect our Galleries, where only guaranteed 


genuine specimens are to be seen. 


An Old Oak Jacobean Coffer. 


A Fine Collection of Old Carved Oak and Marqueterie 
Coffers in Stock. 


LAW, FOULSHAM, & COLE, Ltd. 


Experts in Antiques and Works of Art, 
7, South Molton Street, New Bond Street, Lendon, W. 


TeL_ernone: 2568 Mayrain. 
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Tuomas Cowan, Walthamstow, Essex, Milk Con- 
say High Court Pet April 21 Ord A il 21 
Kise, Wittiam Heney, Aston. a osier Bir- 
mi am Pet March 14 Ord April 20 
LancTon, ABTHUR Repay, Brentford, Builders’ Merchant 


Brentford Pet Feb27 Ord April 19 

Lenuans, Avcust JuLivs Assert, Dennington pk rd, 
West Hampstead, Commercial Traveller High Court 
Pet April 21 Ord April 21 : 

MercaLre, ARTHUR, Waleall, Tobacconist Walsall Pet 
April 18 Ord Apri! 18 


7cAL¥E, Epira HANNAB, Halifax, Tobacconist Halifax 
Pet April18 Ord April 18 

Muarny, James, Moss Side, Manchester, Egg Merchant 
Salford Pet March 29 Ord April 19 

Norwax, Sanan Lypra, Horley, Surrey, Milliner 
Pet April 11 Ord April 11 _ 

Pesex, Ropert Henry, Warwick mans, Kensington High 
Court Pet Feb 20 Ord Arril 20 

Punurs. Joux, Pentrebach, Merthyr Tydfil, Collier 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet April 20 Ord April 20 

Porz, Cant Hersricn Witty, Savage gns, Tower hill, 
Merchant High Court Pet March 26 -Ord April 20 

ScureiBer, KatMAN, Leeds, Baker Leeds Pet April 20 
Ord April 20 


Croydon 


Syverson, JAmEs, Sutton in Ashfield, Notts, Corn Dealer 
Nottingham Pet April20 Ord Apri 29 

Siro, BARNETT, Liverpool, Auctioneer Birkenhead Pet 
Feb 21 Ord April 20 

Srevens, WALTER Rosert, Hornsey rd, Provision Merchant 
High Court Pet April18 Ord April 21 

Svoxusc, ALERED, Halstead, Eex, Builder Colchester 
Pet April 20 Ord April 29 

Tyson, Isaac, Egremont, Cumberland, Builder Whitehaven 
Pet April 18 Ord April 18 

Veat, Henry, Dolsdon, North Tamerton, Cornwall, Farmer 
Barnstaple Pet April19 Ord April 10 

Westwoop, Roper, Birmineham, Grocer 
Pet April19 Ord April 19 

Warrenovse, Wituiam, Kates Hill, Dudley Dudley Pet 
April19 Ord April 19 

Woopwarp. Josrra Craries, Walkern, nr Stevenage, 
Herts,Grocer Luton Pet April10 Ord April 19 

Wvsx, Toomas Pearmayx, Whitchurch, Salop, Licensed 
Victualler Crewe Pet April 19 Ord April 19 


Amended notice substituted for that publishe1 in the 
London Gazette of April 17 : 
Hopnoron, Henry, Leigh, Lancs, Blacksmith Bolton Pet 
April 12 Ord April 12 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED, 


Hagtiey, Youn, Shuttleworth, Lancs, Drysalter Bolton 
Adjud Oct 31,1900 Annul March 28 , 


Birmingham 








THE LONDON SCHOOL OF LAW. 


UITION for BAR, SOLICITORS’, UNI- 
VERSITY, and other LAW EXAMINATIONS, 
ORALLY (class or individual) or by CORRESPONDENCE. 
For iculars of Classes and further information apply 
to the Szcrrrary, 1, Old Serjeants’-inn, W.C. 

LAW CLERKS’ CERTIFICATE.—Attention is called 
to the New Scheme for Instruction, Examination, and Cer- 
tification of Unarticled Law Clerks. Prosp:ctus, giving full 
particulars, can be obtained on application to the Secretary. 

N.B.—The School provides Tuition for the Matriculation, 
Bar, Solicitors’ and University Preliminary Examinations. 


AW. — Clerk (30) Seeks Engagement; 

4 Engrossing, Shorthand, Costs, County Court, and 

General office work ; eight years in last situation ; excellent 
testimonials. — Apply, Garpsrr, 32a, Harborough-road, J 
Kingsthorpe, Northampton. 


ANTED, £7,000 at 4} per Cent, on 
security of Brewery Premises of ample value. 
Also about £3,000 on Licensed Hou-e in good position; or 
£10,000 on two securities together; valuation if desired. 
Hexsert Denison, Solicitor, Leeds. 


| AW.—Young Solicitor (admitted), 23, 
4 Final, April, 1905, Public School man, Desires 
Change; Midlands preferred, not essential; reference ; 
small salary required.—Apply, A.C, J., Bath House, Lich- 
field-+treet, Hanley, Staffs, 














\ ILL the Solicitors who were advertising 
j in one of the London weekly papers the following— [ 
“Wanted, whereabouts of Mrs. A. Vince, who leit London 
for Queensland about 18 years ago. — Apply, Solicitors, 
——, London ’’— communicate with Faaxyx E. Vixce, 57, 
Dover-street, Bevois Town, South ampton. 


AW. — GEEAT SAVING. — For prompt 
25 . will i 
FE om J ed aad cent. will be taken off the following 





wri 


Full Copies ove oe oes 
PAPER.—Foolscap, 1d. per she 
Parchment, 1s. 6d, to 3s. 6d. per skin. 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C, 


rT x TOW 
| AW BOOKS at GREAT REDUCTIONS!! 
4 —All kinds of Law, Commercial, and other Books 
supplied, Mostly LATEST EDITIONS. State wants. 
Bend for List, New Books at 20 per cent. Discount. Sent 
on approval, BOOKS BOUGHT —_W. A. Foyiz, Cecil- 
court, Charing Cross-road, W.C. ! 


0 2 per folio. 
ot 


a. a, 
Ahem : pod one +» © 8 per sheet. 
riefs and Drafts eee oo 2 8 20 folios. 
Deeds Round Hand ., a 63 oor folio. ‘ 
Abstracted ese e» 2 O per sheet, 
fol: 
; Draft, gd. ditto 








OANS ADVANCED at moderate interest 

4 on Freeholds and Long Leaseholds. The Mortgage 
Assurance Scheme is attractive, providing as it does for 
periodical extinction of the loan by moderate annual pay- 
ments.—Apply, Mawxacer, Star Life Assurance Society, 32, 
Moorgate-street. 


INCOLN’S INN FIELDS (close to).— 

J Excellent buildings, lately completed, TO be LET for 
any business purpose, or would be divided into roomy 
Offices for first-c Solicitors.—Apply to Mr. P. E. T. 
Tuomas, 104, High Holborn, W.C. 


}BEEHOLD PROPERTY, Jet on repairing 

lease for 7, 14, or 21 years at £1,000 per annum, to be 
Sold, situated in the immediate vicinity of Bond-street, and 
covering a large area; price £22,500, shewing 4} per cent. 








| 


clear; suitable for trustees.—Apply, May & Rowpew, 39, | 


Maddox-street, W. 





HARE of OFFICES Wanted by young | 


\) Architect ; private room (Furnished or Uafurnished) 
and use of telephone; City preferred; reasonable rent; 
god references. —R, Mow sky, 32, Charing Cross, 8.W. 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(EstasiisHep 1828), 
Purchase Reversionary Interests in Real and Personal 
Property, and Life Interests and Life Policies, and 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, 2637,525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. 

10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 

ESTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
LOANS granted thereon. 
Tuterest on Loans may be Capitalized, 
C. H. CLAYTON, Joint 
F. H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries. 


FLLEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


LimiTeD. 
PRINTERS, 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


PARLIAMENTARY Brits, Mrxures or Evipence, Booxs oF 
Rererence, STATEMENTS OF CLamm, Answers, &c., &o. 











BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, | 


NEWSPAPERS, 
Aad all General and Commercial Work 


Every description of Printing. 





Printers of THE SOLUCITORS’ JOURNAL 


| 


| 


and WEEKLY REPORTER. | 


NORWICH STRERT, FETTER LANE, LONDON, B.C. 


BRAND'S 
ESSENCE 
BEEF, 


ALSO OF 


CHICKEN, MUTTON, and VEAL, 
INVALIDS. 


Price Lists of Invalid Preparations free on 
application to 


BRAND & CO., Ltd... MAYFAIR, W. 








| 


Tel, 327 Maytair. 


EVANS ®@& CoO. 


Est. mearly . . 
Quarter Century. 
“TRUTH ” says : —‘ Our latest dis- 
covery in Tailoring is Evans, 77, Great 
Portland-street, +» Who can actually 
fit. 


“FIELD” says :—“ Itis with some 
degree of confidence that we can recom- 
mend the Breeches made by Fvans & 
Co., 77, Great Portland-street. W.” 

We keep a choice and varied stock of 
materials for Town and Country wear 
at oy = strictly moderate compatible 
with first-class workmanship. 

77. Great Portiand St, 
LONDON, W. 
(Adjoining Queen’s Hall). 
Morning Coat from .. £2 5| Lounge Suits from €3 3 
Flannel Suits ,, .. 210)| Evening DressSuit ,, 5 5 


HE LONDON and WESTMINSTER 
_ LOAN & DISCOUNT COMPANY ase) (Est. 1854). 
Offices : 63, St. Martin’s-lane, W.C., & 43, on wall, E.C. 








ADVANCE MONEY on personal security, furniture, leases, 

life policies, &c., re gabe, INCLUDING INTEREST : 
£10 One Year, Weekly £0 4 4 Monthly £019 3 
£20 = » £0 86 > aa 
£30 io , 012 8 » . £216 8 
£50 > ee » £413 9 
£100 nd £22 4 76 


” ’ £9 
Larger sums in proportion. Moderate rates for bills of 
sale. Prospectus free on application to Secretary. (No 


Agents.) 





Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


Founpep in THE Retox or Wittiam & Many, 1689. 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 
To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LEVEE SUITS IN CLOTH @& VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 
CORPORATION §& UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 
93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 


BY AUTHORITY 











Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 
The BUOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 
Suarne Ceatrrtcatses, Depertures, &c., ae and 
printed. OrriciaL Seas designed and executed. 
Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 


Aanual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 





An admirable Food of the 


EPPS’S 


Finest quality and flavour. 


COCOA 


Nutritious and Economical. 





ACCIDENTS of am kinds, 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, 


BURGLARY AND FIDELITY GUARANTEE RISKS 


INSURED 


AGAINST BY THE 


RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE CoO., 


Capital (fully subseribed) £1,000,000. 


64, CORNHILL, LONDON, 


Claims paid £5,000,000. 
A. VIAN, Secretary. 
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ST. ANDREW'S HOSPITAL 


FOR 


MENTAL DISEASES, 


for the Upper and Middie Classes only. 


PRESIDENT : 

THE RIGHT HON. THE EARL SPENCER, K.G. 

The Institution is pleasantly situated in a healthy 
locality, one mile from the Northampton Station of the 
London and North-Western and Midland Railways, and 
one-and-a-half hours only from London, and is surrounded 
by more than 100 acres of pleasure grounds. 

The terms vary from 3is. 6d. to £4 4s. a week, according 
to the requirements of the case. These terms may be 
reduced by the Committee of Management under special 
circumstances. 

Patients paying higher rates can have Special Attendants, 
Horses and Carriages, and Private Rooms in the Hospital, 
or in Detached Villas in the Grounds of the Hospital ; or at 
Moulton Park, a branch establishment, two miles from the 
Hospital. : 

There is also a Seaside House, Bryn-y-Neuadd Hall, 

lechan, N. Wales, beautifully situated in a park of 
180 acres, to which patients may be sent. 

For further information apply to the Medical Superin- 

tendent. 


BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 


SANATORIUM. 
FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUGS. 


Privately or under the Inebriates Acts. 
Two Resident Medical Officers. 


Terms - - 1} to 3} Quineas. 
3 mile from Station, G.E.R 


Apply to ‘‘ Superiatendent,” Hillside, Buntiogford. 
INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A., 

M.D. (Camb.). Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Soc. 


Study of oe & Thirty years’’.Experience. Excellent 
Legal and Medical References. For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 

RAPHIO Appress: “‘ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 











Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 


Wor Terms, &c., a pl to 
Pe Pd D. HOGG, M.B.CS., &c., 
Medical Superintendent. 


Telephone: P.O. 16, RickmansworTH. 





Treatment of Incbricty and the Drug Habit. 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 
8T,. MARGARET’S, EAST TWICKENHAM, 8.W. 
(Private Home, Licensed, and under Government 
Supervision.) 
Gentlemen are received either under the Act, or as Private 
Patients. Special Arrangements for Professional and Busi- 
ness Men, to whom time is an object. Boating, Tennis, 


, &c. 
apply Resipent Mepicat SupeRinTEn DENT. 


PLEASURE CRUISES 
TO NORWAY 


BY THE 
ORIENT COMPANY’S 8.8. “OPHIR,” 
6,814 Tons Reg., 10,000 H.P. 
1éth& Visiting BERGEN, GUDVANGEN, 
oth June. BALHOLMEN, MUNDAL, LOEN, 
a Jay. MEROK, NAES, and ODDE. 

lith and 1 DAYS’ delightful Cruise for 

2th Aug. 18 GUINEAS and upwards. 

F. GREEN & 00.; ANDERS ON, ANDERSON, & CO. 
Head Offices: FENCHURCH AVENUE, LONDON. 
Yor apply to the latter Firm at 5, Fenchurch- 

avenue, E.C.; or to the West End Branch Office, 28, 

Cockspur-street. 


ip DWV. 





CITY of LONDON.—Valuable Building Site of about 
3,600 square feet in Copthall-avenue, the et run 
between Throgmorton-street and London-wall. 

ESSRS. ELLIS & SON are instructed 
by the Trustees of the London Parochial Charities, 
with the consent of the Charity Commissioners, to LET by 

AUCTION, on a Building Lease for 80 years, at the MART, 

Tokenhouse-yard, Bank, on FRIDAY, MAY 4, at TWO 

o’clock precisely, an excellent SITE of about 3,600 square 

feet, with a frontage of 42 feet, Nos. 10 and 12, Copthall- 
avenue, between London-wall and Throgmorten-street, con- 
spicuously lying opposite to and visible from the length of 

Great Swan-alley, Moorgate-street, close to the Chartered 

Accountants’ Institution, and in the precincts of the Stock 

Exchange, and the South African Market. The property is 

at present occupied by old buildings of four storeys and 

basements, and the site offers ample scope to the Building 

Investor for a profitable development in the erection of a 

well-lighted Block of Offices suitable for Stock Brokers, 

public companies, financial or professional firms, 

Printed particulars, with plan and conditions of letting, 
may be had of H. Howard Batten, Esq., 3, Temple-gardens, 
E.C.; of H. Winstanley, Esq., Surveyor, 10, Basinghall- 
street; of R. Pearce, Esq , Solicit r, 116, Fore-street, E.C. ; 
at the Mart; and of Messrs Ellis & Son, Auctioneers and 
Surveyors, 45, Fenchurch-street, E.C. 





HOUNDSDITCH (between Bishopsgate - street and St. 
Mary-axe). —Old-fashioned Freehold Business Premises, 
occupying a ground area of about 1 160 square feet, with 
possession. 

N ESSRS. ELLIS & SON are dire ted to 

SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse- 

yard, Bank, on FRIDAY, MAY 4, at TWO o’clock 
precisely, the old-fashioned FREEHOLD PREMISES, No. 
98, Houndsditch, for many years in the occupation of the 
well-known wholesale confectioners, Messrs. Batger & Co 
They consist of five floors, including a fine light ground- 
floor show room, providing good accommodation for any 
firm in the Fancy Goods or Wholesale Clothiers’ trades, 
occupying an important site of about 1,150 square feet 
between Bishopsgate-street and St. Mary-axe, on the fringe 
of the great commercial markets, and near Liverpool-street 
terminus on the Great Eastern Railway. Possession will 
be given on completion of the purchase. 

Printed particulars, with plan and conditions of sale, 
may be had of Messrs. Drake, Son, & Parton, Solicitors, 
24, Rood-lane, E.C.; at the Mart; and of Messrs. Ellis & 
=a Auctioneers and Surveyors, No. 45, Fenchurch-street, 
E.C. 





ISLINGTON (at the top of the City-road). —Small Lease- 
hold Investment. 
ESSRS. ELLIS & SON are directed to 
SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse- 
yard, Bank. on FRIDAY, MAY 4, at TWO o'clock pre- 
cisely, the RESIDENCE, No. 3¢, Duncan-terrace pleasantly 
situated, overlooking an enclosed garden ground planted 
with trees and shrubs, and conveniently placed within a few 
doors of the end of the City-road, and close to the Angel 
Station on the City and South London Electric Railway. It 
contains 12 good rooms, with a bath-room, excellent offices, 
and a walled garden, and is let on lease to an old tenant at 
a rent of £70. Held for a term having 20 years unexpired 
at Midsummer, 1906, at a ground-rent of £11. 

Printed particulars, with conditions of sale, may be had 
of Messrs. Western & Sons, Solicitors, 35, Essex-street, 
Strand ; at the Mart; and of Messrs, Ellis & Son, Auction- 
eers and Estate Agents, 45, Fenchurch-street. 





GENERAL REVERSIONARY AND 


INVESTMENT COMPANY, Limited. 
No. 26 PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. 
Estublished 1836, and further empowered by Special Act of 
Parliament. 
Share and Debenture Capital - £621,220. 
Reversioys and Lire Poricies Purcuasep on favourable 
terms. Loans on Reversions granted either at annual 
interest or for deferred TT 
ROBERT R. TILT, F.LA., Actuary and Secretary. 





19th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY, 


ADELAIDE PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, E.c. 
Assets -« 2# «# £162,000. 
CHAIRMAN 
Sir HENRY WALDEMAR LAWRENCE, Bazr., J.P., 
2, Mitre-court-buildings, Temple, E.C. 

Prompt and Liberal Advances to Purchase, Build, or 
Improve Freehold, Leasehold, or Copyhold Property. 
orrowers Interest 4 per cent. Monthly repayments, 
which include Principal, Premium, and Interest for each 
£100 : 10 years, £1 1s. 1d.; 12 years, 18s. 4d.; 15 years, 15s. 6d.; 
18 years, 14s. 2d.; 21 years, 12s. 1ld. Survey Fee to £500, 
~a~guinea. 
Prospectus free of 
H. W. HEFFERMAN, Manager (pro. tem.). 





PHGENIX ASSURANCE CO., Ltd. 


PH@GNIX FIRE OFFICE, 


ESTABLISHED 1782. 
19, Lombard Street, & 57, Charing Cross, London. 


Lowest Current Rates. 

Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 
Assured free of all Liability. 
Electric Lighting Rules supplied, 








SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YSAR @& 
MESSRS " 


[B8areau, TEWSON, & CO. 
announce that their SALES for 1906 of 

Investments, Town, Suburban, 

Business Premises, Buildi , Ground-rent, 

i res, and other 


sons, Reversions, Stocks, Shares, : 
will be held at the AUCTION MART, Tokenhg 
near the Bank of England, in the City of Lom 
follows:— 
Tuesday, May 1 
Tuesday, May 8 
Tuesday; May 15 
Tuesday, May 22 
Tuesday, May 29 
Tuesday, June 12 
Tuesday, June 19 
Thursday, June 21 
‘Luesday, June 26 
Thursday, June 28 


and Count 


Tuesday, July 10 
Thursday, July 12 
Tuesday, July 17 
Thursday, July 19 
Tuesday, July 24 
Tuesday, July 31 
Tuesday, October 16 
Tuesday, October 93 
Tuesday, October 30 
Tuesday, November§ 
Tuesday, July 3 Tuesday, November 18 
Thursday, July 5 Tuesday, Decemberé 
By arrangement, Auctions can also be held on 
days, in town or country. Messrs. Debenham, J 
& Co. undertake Sales and Valuations for Probate ay 
other purposes of Furniture, Pictures, i C 
Timber, } 


Farming 
» &C. : 
DETAILED LISTS OF INVESTMENTS, og 
Sporting Quarters, Residences, Shops, and Business By 
mises to be Let or Sold by Private Contract are published a 
the 1st of each month, and can be obtained of 
Debenham, Tewson, & Co., 80, Cheapside, London, 
Telephone No. 503 Bank. 


BY ORDER OF THE ROYAL AGRICULTUR 
SOCTETY OF ENGLAND. 
A VALUABLE FREEHOLD BUILDING ESTATE, 
known as 
PARK ROYAL, 
Situate in the Parishes of 
WILLESDEN and TWYFORD, in the COUNTY of MID 
DLESEX, WITHIN SIX MILES of the MARBLE ARG 
containing an area of about 
11a. 3r. 5p. 


with 
EXTENSIVE FRONTAGES 
to 
CORONATION — ABBEY ROAD, 


an 

TWYFORD ABBEY FARM ROAD, 

Also a FREEHOLD GROUND-RENT of £38 a 
“The Plumes” Tavern, and VALUABLE OPTIONS 
acquire OTHER ADJACENT FRONTAGE LANDS, 


Messrs. 
EBENHAM, TEWSON, & CO. 
favoured with instructions to SELL, at the M4 

on TUESDAY, MAY 22, at TWO, the above-mentio 
important FREEHOLD BUILDING ESTATE. Itis 
well served by trains of the Great Western and Distrig 
Railways, with their stations almost adjoining the bow 
aries; the London and North-Westera Railway has 
a convecting link from the main line with a tempor 
station close by, which no doubt would again be use 
as occasion requires, Certain portions of the ati 
are let to the Queen’s Park Rangers Football and Ath 
Club, on advantageous terms, and this arrangement 
no doubt add to the other attractions of the property 
residential amenities. Included also is the ABBE 
FARM HOMESTEAD, and there are several build 
which were used in connection with the recent Agricult 
Shows. The formation of the land is such as to reader 
estate easy of nea pry by the introduction of inten 
roads many thousands of feet additional frontages will 
available for building purposes, and as the surround 

opulous districts of Ealing, Willesden, Acton, and & 
ae are being rapidly absor by builders, the exceptio 
facilities of access to almost all parts of London ensure: 
speedy demand for this land, which should yield large pre 
to the future owner either by the creation of ground- 
the re-sale in plots, or a comprehensive building scheme om 
a large scale. The situation and area render the 
admirably suitable for another “ Garden City,” or for t 
erection of extensive manufictories, as, in addition to 
railway advantages, the Grand Junction Canal is close byw 
The means of drainage, water supply, and lighting have 
been arranged. 

Particulars of Messrs. Garrari, James, & Wolfe, Solicitors, 
18, Suffolk-street, Pall Mall East, 8.W.; and of the Aucs 
tioneers, 80, Cheapside. 


\ EATHERALL & GREEN, 
: Surveyors, Valuers, Auctioneers, and 
22, CHANCERY LANE. W.C. 


me 555, Holborn), 
Will hold SALES by AUCTION at the MART on 
7 


July 28 
October 15 
November 5 
November 19 
July 2 Decen ber 10 
of LANDED and HOUSE PROPERTIES, Ground-renta, 
Reversions, &c. Messrs. Weatherall Green ] 
advise on compensation and rating cases, and valuations 
for all purposes. 
ESSRS. H. GROGAN & CO., 101, Park- 
street, Grosvenor-square, beg to call the attention of 
intending Purchasers to the many attractive West End 
Houses which they have for Sale. Particulars on applica~ 
tion. Surveys and Valuations attended. 


r7OOLOGICAL SOCIETY’S GARDENS, 
4 Regent’s Park, are OPEN DAILY (exce 
from 9 a.m. until sunset. Admission 1s., Monda; 











Land Agents 








scription £3, or 
to the Szoretary, 3, Hanover-square, W. 





